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PREFACE. 



Some of the documente that have been written in 
consequence of the Memorial on which the following 
Obgervations are made, I have printed in the Ap- 
pendix^ without making any particular reference 
to them in the body of the Observations* These 
are the remarks of Archdeacon Stopford, and the 
anonymous answer, which have been lying with 
the Memorial and Petition on Mr. Milliken's table. 
Also, the general Protest of the Clergy^ and the 
Petition of the Archdiocess of Tuam. Mr, Daly's 
let|;er in the Dublin Record, and the letter signed 
R. D. in the Christian Examiner, are extremely 
valuable, not only on account of their exposure 
of the financial part of the scheme, but also be* 
cause they throw such additional light on the mode 
in which the Signatures to this Memorial were 
procured, and the consequent degree of value which 
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should be attached to their names in such a con- 
nexion. At the same time, it is with great regret 
that I have learned, that Mr. Daly's opinion of 
other parts of this project are so very different 
from what I should have hoped they would have 
been. 

The Rev. Mr. Free's letter, which has appeared 
in the Dublin Evening Post, I have not thought it 
necessary to print. If any of the Memorialists 
have indeed affixed their names, unsolicited, and 
with perfect knowledge of the contents of the docu- 
ment, their conduct is deprived of the only circum- 
stances of extenuation hitherto alleged in their 
favour. 

The general Protest • has been already signed by 
more than five hundred of the Clergy: including 
fifteen D^ans, twenty-six Archdeacons, fifty-five 
Dignitaries and Prebendaries, about three hundred 
Incumbents of Benefices, and more than one hun- 
dred Curates. 

Dublin, February 15th, 1886. 
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MEMORIAL TO HIS MAJESTY. 



PREFATORY OBSERVATIONS. 

Thb unsettled and insecure state of the Church Revenues, 
and, consequently, of the Church Establishment itself, 
seems to call for the immediate and strenuous exertions of 
its friends, to procure, if possible, an immediate and final 
settlement of the questions that have so long been matter 
of debate, on the best terms tiiat can, with any reasonable 
expectation of success, be proposed. 

In some places, indeed. Composition is said to be o^ 
present paid. But besides, tiiat it would be ungenerous 
for Incumbents thus circumstanced to neglect the rest, it 
should be remembered that there is no permanent security 
for any. It is in the power of any Member of Parliament, 
at any time^ to revive the discussion. 

Hitherto the Clergy have confined themselves to petitions 
against such measures as they disliked. It seems better 
that they should petition for a measure which they could 
approve ; and that such a petition should be sent in, 
before any members have pledged themselves by the intro- 
duction of a Bill. No time should therefore be lost. 

There should be a Memorial to the Kins, and Petitions 
to both Houses of Parliament. The Memorial to the 
King is necessary in the first place, as his Majesty is 
intreated to relinquish his own patronage of parishes in 
Ireland. 

The formation of an Ecclesiastical Board for collecting 
die Revenues of Incumbents, should have the first and 
most prominent place in the Petition, because this measure 
is necessary to avert imminent present danger. 

There are many advantages of such a measure ; but it 
will be sufficient to specify two : 

1st — Such a Board would be more efficient in collecting 
the incomes, than each individual Incumbent could be for 
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himself. The partial success of the Lay-Association^ 
which is an imperfect approach to a legal Board, demon- 
strates this. ' 

2nd-r^Such a Board constituted into a perman^t cor- 
poration would be more efficient than our present system 
of corparatians'soley in preserving and recovering property. 
It is better for Trinity Coflege, for instance, to nave one 
permanent corporation, than that each fellow and scholar 
should be compelled as a corporation sole, to look after 
his portion of flie property. 

But a second measure seems called for, to give anything 
Vke B. perTnanent security ; namely, that the Ecclesiastical 
Board should have a legal power, under the sanction of 
the Bishops of re-distribution. . The principle of re- 
distribution was recognized in the petition of Irish 
Bishops last session, as increasing utility, and removing 
odium. 

But wholly and finally to remove all fiOure danper (as 
far as any human means can,) it is advisable, (though the 
rest would still be advantageous even without this,) to 
have the Tithes purchased by Government, and the 
purchase-money laid out in some more convenient kind of 
property, by the Board. And such an arrangement seems 
the only way, (as it would leave the Church Rsvbkue 
UNIMPAIRED, and at the same time would give the 
nation a sur^ks of from £200,000 to £300,000 per 
annum,) to reconcile all those of opposite parties, who 
are not bent on the overthrow of the Establisbmeiiit. Some 
have, in fact, acknowledged, that they do object stron^y 
to the plan, on the very ground. Idiat that alone can 
secure the Establishment. And some may, perhaps, 
object to it from the very drcunostance, that the surplus 
alluded to will not be taken from the revenues of the 
Church, whose friends will find in that an additional 
i^ecommendation. 

It is better, in the. first instance, to omit all details, as 
there will be ample opportunity for discussing these, sup« 
posing his Majesty and the Rouses of {Parliament to adopt 
the principle of the measure. 

Tlie annexed Memorial to the King, and similar 
Petitions, (nivtatis mutandis^) to both Houses of ParUar- 
ment, will he at Messrs. Milliken's, Grafton Street, 
for signatures, which may be affixed there by the Clergy, 
or transmitted : — 
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We, the undersigned Clei^y of the Estab&h^d Church, 
beg leave to approadi your Majesty^ wHb ev^ry feeliiig of 
loyalty and respect, and hnmhly, but eanie0tly to solicit 
diat your Majesty wiU be gniciouBly pleaded to take into 
your early oonaderation, the prayer of ti^e petitioii which 
we now present. 

Hitherto that part of the United Church which is in 
Ireland, has not only 8i]tf<»red much inccmvemence, but has 
even been exposed to much reproach, from not having a 
power within itself, of re-constituting from time tp thne, 
according to drcumstances, the districts conunitted to the 
ebarge of the several ineimbentfi) pi^ of apportioning 
income with any reference to the duties as^gned to each. 
Much Bisecuriiy of inicome ba9 alsp resulted, and much 
odium has been incurred, besides mipor difficulties and 
inconveniences, from the incumti^ent? and parishioners 
being thrown into collision, in consequence of pecimiary 
pa]rments to each individual eleigymafi, by bi& immediate 
neighbours; a circumstance which has proved a never- 
ceasing source of mutual d^isatisfaction and agitation. 

So clearly, indeed, was this e^ discerned by a Com-* 
mittee of your Mi^esty's Hou^e of Cenunons, in the year 
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1832, that they recommended, in their printed Report, 
a provision for remedying it, similar in principle to what 
we now venture to suggest. A measure ^dll more fully 
in accordance with these suggestions, was proposed last 
session, in the House of Commons, by the Hon. Mr. 
Bingham Baring, moved in the form of clauses to be 
introduced into the Tithe-Bill, then before the House; 
and his amendment met with approbation of its principle, 
even on the part of many who considered its adoption at 
that stage of the proceedings unadvisable. 

We therefore humbly pray, that our episcopal rulers 
be allowed to nominate Ecclesiastical Commiasioner^ 
who shall be constituted into a body corporate — em- 
powered, 1st, to collect the revenues of llie incumbents 
for them ; 2d, under the sanction, and in each case with 
the approval 5f the Bishops, to alter and correct paridi 
divisions, and also to assign to each clergyman hereafter 
(preserving vested interests) such income out of the 
general fiind as may, in their judgment, be proportioned 
to the amount of duty, and the weight of responsibility 
allotted to each. 

In order to carry this measure into effect, it is evident 
lay-presentations should be eiftirely abolished, which might 
be accomplished by your Majesty's graeiou^y consenting 
to relinquish tiiose few livings in Ireland which are in 
your Majesty's patronage — arrangements at the same 
time being made for die purchase of advowsons in lay 
hands. 

In addition we humbly solicit your Majesty to take 
into your gracious consideration whether a fiuther advan- 
tage might not be conferred on the nation at large by tiie 
following arrangement, namely, That Government should 
purchase the whole Tithes of Ireland, substituting for 
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them a land-tax, whose proceeds might be applied to those 
several local expenses in Ireland which are now defrayed 
out of the revenues of the united empire : — such as grants 
to public institutions, ^c. We would humbly suggest 
that Government possess facilities for effecting this pur- 
chase, on such terms as would produce (even after making 
provision for the purchase of advowsons) a very consi- 
derable surplus to the nation. While on the other hand 
the purchase money paid over to the above-mentioned 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, would, if employed by them 
in the piu*chase, from time to time, of land or rent-charges, 
produce a revenue nearly equal to the aggregate amount 
of the present income of incumbents. Thus, while the 
Church would be improved in its efficiency, and relieved 
from danger, misrepresentations, and odium, the nation 
at large would not only effect a considerabl<e pecuniary 
saving, but would secure the far more important advantage 
of putting an: end to a soiu*ce of perpetual jealousy, dis- 
cord, and turbulence. 

We, therefore, humbly pray your Majesty graciously to 
take these circumstances into your early consideration, and 
to adopt such measures for effecting the proposed objects, 
as in your Majesty's wisdom may seem best. 

And your petitioners, &c. 
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This document sets out with stating, as ground for 
Memorial and Petition, that the Revenue of the Church of 
Ireland is in an insecure and unsettled state* This is more 
fully explained in the Memorial to his Majesty, where this 
insecurity is further attributed to the collision resulting in 
consequence of pecuniary payments to each individual 
clet^gyman, by his immediate neighbours. 

This I take to be no other than the vulgar worn-out 
argument against tithes in their own nature, yrbkh has been 
equally convenient to pamphleteers and speech-makers of 
various sorts, to the acknowleci^ed enemies of the Church, 
and to those, whom this document rather sarcasticalfy calls 
its friends. I confess, that I have never yet heard this 
argument adduced, without horror and amazement. I do 
not wish to use hard names. But I should cease to consider 
myself an honest man, if I did not declare my conviction, 
that it contains neither more nor lesi^ than downright blas- 
phemy. Who is the writer of this document, I have no 
means of discovering. . I trust, however, that I may take 
it for granted, that he does not reject the truth of the 
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Scripture history, or the inspiration of its authors. This 
is all I shall require ; and I hope I may so far presume, 
without giving offence. For, although the document pro- 
fesses to emanate from the Clergy, and is signed only by 
Clergymen, who have nol^ I presume, obtained their 
orders or preferments, in an irregular or fraudulent manner, 
yet I know, there may be tknes and places, in which an 
appeal to the articles of the Church is tantamount to per* 
secution — and no doubt most vexatious it must be to those 
who choose to indulge a habit of rejecting and vilifying 
these articles, to be reminded of the solemn and very special 
occasions, on which they have subscribed their names to 
them, and declared their unfeigned assent and consent to 
every one of them, in their literal and grammatical sense. 
It is very convenient to such persons, to have a short 
memory ; it would be still more so, if the rest of mankind 
were equally oblivious. I shall take foir granted, therefore, 
that the authors, abettors, and signers of tins document, 
really do. not reject the trulii or inspbation of the sacred 
writers, although they are Clergymen, and have subscribed 
the thirty-^iine articles. Now, supposing this, merely for 
the sake of argument, there are two or three facts recorded 
in Scripture, which seem to affect the subject, in a way 
that these gentlemen do not appear to have recollected. 

1. It cannot be denied that the sacred writers represent 
tithes to have, been appointed as the mode of maintaining 
the ministers of religion, by Moses, (if not earlier,) at the 
express command of the Almighly. 

2. It is equally certain, that tithes did produce collision 
between the priesthood and the people, under the Old 
Testament, and that those of the Jews, who were recovered 
from . idolatry, or, as we should - say, the protestant 
landholders of Judea, were so unwiUing to pay -their 
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tilihes, that tUe Alniighty ^ent the Prophet Malachi to 
rebuke them, and to promise them considerable blesednga 
if tiEtey would pay them better in future* 
. 3. Though &is collision must have been foreseen by God, 
in the first institution of tithes, and although the certainty 
and ill consequences of it were thus felt and experienced, 
yietit-was not, in the least degree, guarded a^dnst or 
aVQidedby our Saviour, On the contrary, the only r^ 
gttladons, which he and his Apostles have made for ^ke 
support of the Clergy, place diem in precisely the same 
predicament as the Jewish Priesthood. They are to live, 
by the altar, at which they serve— to eat and drink at the 
post of those to whom they preach — and to reap carnal 
things, or in o&er words, a deeent and sufficient income, 
from the very individuals to whoin 'they sow spiritual 
things, that is to say, from their own congr^ations, or as 
we call them, "parishioners," and "immediateneighbours/* 
• 4. Tim institution of our Saviour, which was strictly 
and precisely the saine in its spirit, as the institution of the 
Old Testament, (the tenth part, or tithe, being only an 
^cident, or curcumstance, not vital to the principle,) had, 
under the New Testament, the very same operation, and 
led to the same disagreeable effects, so that St. Paul found 
it necessary to reprove the primitive Christians, and to set 
their duty before them, with fully as much severity as the 
Prophet Malachi had used with the Jews. In other 
words, from the days of Moses to the days of St. Paul, 
and, as the memorialists report, to this very hour, " much 
insecurity of income (to use their own language) has re- 
sulted, and much odium has been incurred, besides minor 
difficulties and inconveniences, from the incumbetits and 
parishioners being thrown into collision, in consequence of 
pecuniary payments to each individual clergyman,- by his- 
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Lerite tihat is within their gates," or ^^the ox that treadetli 
out the com,*^ " a drcmnstance whidi has proved a never-* 
ceasing source of mutual dissatisfiBction andagitadon.'' Now, 
the argument is reduced to this form, either the Ahnigfatjr 
has, under every dispensation of his Church, so contrived 
the mode of maintaining his ministers, as to render their 
income insecure, and to place diem in angry collision with 
dieir immediate neighbours, (wUdi, if it be not the mean- 
ing of this vituperation of lathes, I should be glad tobe in> 
formed what its meaning is, and, if it be, I shall not ask 
whether blasphemy be too hard a name for it)— or else, 
the Divine Being, foreseeing the ill consequences which 
would occasionally arise, did yet, in his infinite wisdom^ 
ad<^t a mode of dmcal maintenance, the advantages of 
whidi he considered sufficient to counterbalance any acd- 
dental inconveniences. What these advantages are, how 
much the system tends to exercise llie faith and patience 
of the Clargy, and to promote an habitual obedience and 
acknowledgment of God in the laity, and how much their 
mutual affection and sympathy are likely to be increased, 
by an arrai^ment which makes the income of the pastor 
rise and fall with the fluctuations of his people's prosperity, 
I shall not enter on at present. I had always thought that 
the inconveniences of the tithe system originated in a cer«> 
tain peculiarity of the human mind, in consequence of 
which, there have been, I fear, but very few persons since the 
fall of Adam, who have loved tiieir religion better than 
their money, or by many degrees so well ; and that the only 
way to remedy these inconveniences is, for the clergy to 
inform the people of their duty and llie danger of neglecting 
it. If the memorialists think tiiat the difficulty may be 
solved and remedied another way ; if they impute these in-. 



coaveniences, not to the radical badness of our nature^ but 
to the inourable and necessary evils of llie system itselj^; 
and if they imagine that thes^ inconveniences can be re- 
medied by the erection of an Ecclesiastical Commission^ and 
the substitution of a Land Tax, I can only say, that, as the 
system and its inconveniences certainly existed in the days of 
Malachi and St. Paul, this solution and remedy do not 
appear to have occurred to either of those sacred persons ; 
and, therefore, the Church of Ireland has reason to congra* 
tulate itself, that even fifty-two of its ministers have had the 
sagacity to make a discovery, which had escaped the whole 
college of the blessed Apostles and Prophets, and that, 
just at this particular juncture of affairs, they have been 
generous enough to publish their discovery, and manly 
enough to put their names to it. 

Let me not be misunderstood or misrepresented. I do not 
believe that the Christian Priesthood have any divine right 
to tithes, or any right, in these countries, to a tenth part, 
more than to a fifteenth, or any other assignable proportion, 
except only so far as this right may be conferred, and se-^ 
cured, by the laws and constitution of this particular state* 
But I do believe, that they have a divine and indefeasible 
right to a decent, honourable, and ind^endent maintenance* 
I do believe, also, that they have a divine right to this main- 
tenance, from the very people among whom they discharge 
their mioistry ; and that any such attempt to escape from the 
inconveniences to which this must, from the frailty of 
human nature, inevitably lead, is to set aside an essential 
part of the divine institution, and is as foolish, as it is pre- 
sumptuous and antiscriptural. 

But, if the memorialists mean, that the system of tidies 
renders clerical income more insecure in Ireland than in 
other countries, I am prepared to meet them upon this 
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ground also. If this be the case, it must be, either because 
the law is too weak to protect the incumbent or the judges 
afraid to do their duty, or else, because the burden of 
tithes falls upon the Roman Catholics or the poor. 

Now, as to the first, the Court and the Barons of the 
Exchequer are a sufficient answer. It was in March, 
1786, that the Clergy of Ireland were driven from this 
very Court, and the Barons of the Exchequer insulted, by 
the flagitious rotes of a ProtestiBtnt House of Commons, 
and the friends and officials of a Whig Government ; and 
now, in 1836, the children of this same Protestant Aristo* 
cracy, are subscribing their thousands and tens of thousands 
of pounds, to enable the Clergy to come into the same 
Court, and obtain there that justice which, a hundred 
years ago, they were denied by the ravenous violence of 
their fathers. God grant that this may prove to be repent- 
ance, and a return to common honesty and reason. At all 
events, as the aristocracy proved then, that nothing but 
tyranny and terror could unnerve the law, they have now 
proved that the law is as strong as ever, and justice as 
immortal. The Barons did their duty then; they have 
done it now. The ermine of Singletdn* is not dishonoured 
by the name of Joy.f The Court of Exchequer has 
proved that some men can be honest in the worst of dmes, 
and has shown to the world, how just were the venomous 
slanders of John Search, and the Edinburgh Reviewer, 
that ^^ the learned judges have a way of just grinding a 
little law for present use ;'* that ^^ a judge is a Government 
placeman, himself an interested party and protege of 
another interested party, in the very cause whereon he sits 
as judge," and that ^^ almost all courts of law lean babitu- 

* The Chief Baron of that day. f The present Chief Baron. 



ally towards the existing Gov^imient.''* If, therefore, 
the clerical income in . Ireland be insecure, it is not be*- 
cause the law is not plain and strong enough to protect 
it; and I know not what its friends can desire in this 
respect, except that the present conduct of the lay associ- 
ation may never want imitation, and that their Lordships, 
the Barons of the Exchequer, may never want successors, 
worthy to occupy the judgment-feat, which they have 
rendered venerable by theur incorruptible intrepidity* 

If the law be strong^enough, the question is, on whom 
does the burden fall? — on the Roman Catholicd, or the 
poor? The very reverse. Tithe is a burden on the 
landowner, and the tables of the Clerical Society haye 
proved that the landowners of Ireland are the Protestant 
gentry. Out of 1385 benefices,! the Clerical Society 
have published returns from 1077, containing 11,762,834 
acres, liable to £459,324 13s. 0^. composition tithe ; of 
which 1 1,047,807 acres belong in fee to Protestants, and 
the composition tiiereon amounts to £438,423 Ss. 11 id.^ 
This, I apprehend, sets the question at rest. If th^ 
clerical income be insecure in Ireland, it is not because it 
is derived from the Roman Catiiolics, or the poor. The 
real tithe payers are tiie Protestant aristocracy, and, in 
exact proportion to the honesty and religion of that body, 
is the income of. the clergy secure, or otherwise. This is 
as notorious as it is true. It is morally impossible, that five 
out of the fifty-two memorialists.could have been ignorant of 
it. They know it — ^tiiey know that the pubUc need not be 
told, that they do ; and, therefore, I regret, from my inmost 
soul, that fifty-two ministers of a God of truth, instead of 



* John Search on the Law of Libel, pp. 22, 44, 45. 

f Abstract of the first Report of the GommiirionerB of Inquiry, page 9. 

\ Dublin Univenity Magazine, May, 1835, page<408. . 
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rebuking the madniBss and cupidity of our goitry, should 
haverentored to rush precipitately, uncalled and unUdden, 
to the foot of the throne, and dare, to insult that sacred 
majesty, who knows the real cause of their difiSculties as 
well as they do, with as absurd and gratuitous a piece of 
foolish empiricism, as eTer emanated from the stage of a 
political charlatan. 

But tithe is to be supplanted by a land tax. And pray, 
what is it already but a chaise on land, without the odi- 
ousness and instability of a tax ? Has not a most reverend 
prelate declared his conviction before the Committee of the Y 

House of Lords, that tithe ^^ operates solely as a reduction 
of rent, except so far as it may prevent improv^nents, 
which were not contemplated when the lease was granted, 
and the rent adjusted ?"* Is this authority sufficient with 
the memorialists ? — ^witb the pubUc it is unnecessary ; they 
are* aware of the fact already. What, then, will the eler^ 
gain, by having a tax on land substituted instead of a 
charge on land ? Do these memorialists imagine that they 
can persuade any sensible man, that those landlords who 
hate tithes, simply because they dislike paying money on 
any grounds, will all at once become champions of the 
Church, because they have no loiter to pay composition 
rent, but must pay a land tax? I can tell these gentle^ 
men, that the public will not believe such a palpable ab«» 
surdity ; and tiiat it will be so dfflcult to persuade the 
public that tiie memorialists themselves believe it, that they 
may spare themselves the pains of the attempt. Either 
the gentry of this country are beginning to see the folly 
and wickedness of their past conduct, and to adopt a. new 



* Archbishop of Dublin's ^videnoe before the XordftV Committee on 
Tithes in Ireland, p. 118. 
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Gouzse iOf actiiig, or ihey are. not If tfaey are, die pro* 
pedy of the Clergy is as secure as any other pro* 
perty which is recog^uzed and protected by the law ; and if 
not, I should be thankfol to be informed, how thb soheme 
can. render it more secore than it is already. Supposing that 
the land tax wore not to press more heavily on the land- 
lords than the composition . does, the only ^Efierenoe w81 
be, that, having. fiijEit destroyed the entire title to the pro- 
party of the Clei^, we shall have one coiporation aggre- 
gate, instead of the yarious corporations, sole and aggregate. 
At present eidsting. But what title can tibis new corpora* 
lion have, in any degree, comparable to that wMch the old 
corporations possess ? How can an act of parliament, 
that can be repealed before a session ^has passed, ^ve to 
the.Cleigy a securily equal to the antiquity of their pre- 
sent rights ? Whatever title it may give, another act can 
take away. No property can be secure against the power 
of an act of parliament. The property of the Clergy is 
at present secure, if only the landowners have any fear of 
God before their eyes. If they have, it is presumptuous 
madness for these fifty-two individuals— 4iot twenty of whom 
have one farthing of tidie property* — ^to attempt to repre- 
sent their property as in a state of insecurity and uncer- 
tainty. With the sentence of his learned and high-minded 
Barons before him, how. else can his Majesty regard Uns 
lamentation over the insecurity of property, which his 
'Courts of judicature are competent, and able, and prompt 
to defend, except as an insult to his judges, and an affront 
to his royal understanding ? What answer can his Majesty 

* The followipg dawifieation of the fifty^two memorialitts, isy I Mieye 
correct — Four of them are beneficed in the city of Dublin, with minister's 
money, andnot tithes.. One is an unbeneficed Senior Fellow of this Univer- 
sity. Twen^»nine are stipendiary curates. The remaining ei^^teen alone^ 
have any tithe property. 
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give but this — ^^ If your people are disposed to violate the 
laws, instruct them .better. U you require my assistancei 
my judges are honest men, and ready to protect yon." ' 

On the other hand, what' permanent seoirity can bo 
given to ecclesiastical property by invoking a needless 
interposUion of the legislature. The landlords, if they 
prove as povetous as formerly, will be as little inclined to 
pay the tax, as they have been to pay the tithe. It will 
.be then, just as much as now, to use the words of the 
memorialists ^^ in the power of any 'member of parliapitot 
jat any time to revive the discussion." The landlords can 
,make it a party question in the House of Comifaons. 
They can agitate — ^they can always, without the trouble 
of asking, find an O'Connell ready to agitate for them 
.and for himsdf at the same time — ^they may succeed-^they 
may have this land tax repealed — ^they may get an act 
passed at once to repeal it, and to confiscate the whole 
property vested in the projected board or corporation to 
meet the deficiency. And what manifest advantages would 
the enepies of ecclesiastical property then have, which 
they do not now possess ? At present, every incumbent 
Jias an actual and recognized tide, to his tithe property. 
Should this project be carried into execution, his title 
is instantly destroyed. By one act of confiscation, every 
beneficed clergyman in the country is made a pensioner on 
the bounty of this board ; and is left not merely at its mercy 
and caprice, but liable to be beggared in one moment by 
another act of confiscation, against which he could no 
longer plead his rights and the inddFeasible title he 
now has to his property. As far as I can under- 
stand the affairs of this unhappy church, I should say, 
we have rather too many boards already. I believe, that 
those who know Ireland will join me in saying, tha^ if 
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there weire fewer of them there would be fewer jobs; 
boards and jobs in this country maintwung a constant, 
direct, and very considerable proportion to each othen 
So that, if the government make many more of these boards 
and commissions, it is not impossible that the calculations 
of jobbing may be reduced to system, and tables pub* 
lished for the convenience of persons looking for places 
and preferments. The world is now a days far too wise 
to put faith in fortune-telling and astrological calculations, 
and those who know this country best, are apt to think 
that expectations of preferment on just and legitimate 
grounds, are pretty nearly as reasonable as casting a 
nativity.* 

: But, what effect tiiis measure would have on the moral 
independence of the clergy, it is not difficult to foresee. 
As things are, if the beneficed clergyman be poorly paid» 
still he is free. He is not dismissable at the capri<^e of iira 
bishop or the government. He is not obliged to rec(dlect 
that he is the salaried menial of an ecclesiastical com« 
misdon, and that, if he venture to think for himself, if he 
be too honest to change his sentiments with every 
variation of ministerial politics or episcopal opinions, he 
must think and be honest at the peril of his eleemosynary 
stipend. Infatuated men I to what depth of degradation 
would these memorialists reduce the' clergy! Id if tot 
humiliation enough, that nine and twenty curates can be 
induced by influence, or hope, or fear, to affix their niames 
to such a melancholy specimen of sophistry ? How far 
ihis memorial, however, can be taken to represent the 



* " God forbid we should ever see the times so bad, when dangerous opir 
nions in religion will be a means to get favour and preferment; although, even 
in such a case, it will be an ill traffic to gain the world and lose our own souls." 
Dean Swifts Sermon on the Trinity, 
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sensd of the clergy eyen of the diocese of Dubim may 
perhaps be nlBgatiVely concluded by the haznes which 
are not appended to it. Certainly if the clergy have not 
signed it, I apprehend it has not been for want of solicitation. 
But, were I acquainted with the gentleman who is said to 
have been most actively engaged in getting up this 
manorial as a representation of the sentiments and wishes 
of the Irish clergy, I would ask him, \irhether he beheves^ 
that, if the Almighty had still spared to this church a 
great and illustrious prelate, now no more, and if this 
gentleman, in his private capacity as an unbeneficed 
clergyman, had come forward widi this _ document and 
memorial, he could have obtained a single signature to 
it ? A considerable number of the names attache^l to it, 
I have never even heard of before. Some few of them I 
have long known, at least by character, and I apprehend, 
that they did not obtain either their orders or their pre-» 
ferment, as the advocates of revolution. But these are, I 
hope, among the pearsons, whom Mr. Daly represents to 
have allowed Aeir names tp be affixed to the memorial be- 
fore they had seen it. 

The second paragraph of the memorial commences by 
a statement, which surpasses my understanding to com* 
prehend — "Hitherto, that part of the united church 
which is in- Ireland, has not only suffered much inconve- 
nience, but has even been exposed to much reproach, from 
not having a power within ' itself , of re-<^nstituting from 
time to time, according to circumstances, the districts 
committed to the charge of the several incumbents,, or of 
apportioning income with any reference to the duties 
assigned to each.'' 

Now, is it possible that the author of this memorial can 
be ignorant of the powers already vested in the ecclesiT 
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asdcdl cotnmlssiofirerB ? I say the audior^ because, as to 
a large proportion of those who have signed the memoml, 
I hope it is not undvil or undmritable to day, th&t I can 
easily believe diem to be in almost, if not tdtal ignorance, 
upon that subject, at least. But has the author of this 
memorial never read the acts of 1883 and 1884, by which* 
the ecclesiastical eommksion is constituted and -anpow^ed* 
I know some worthy clergymen, have made a sort of con- 
science, of never looJdng into diem, and I can understand 
and make allowance for their feelings, thoughl do not think, 
that, in such times, voluntary ignorance of any thing of 
such moment to the church is to be justified. But I do 
not believe, diat the author of this memorial can be visited 
with such scruples. And I would ask him, is he aware 
of the extensive powers of redistribution already vested 
in the ecclesiastical commisaion ? If be is, what further 
powers does he presume to ask for ? And why has he 
not stated to his Majesty, what these new powers are to- 
be ? Are they the powers which were to have been Qon-^ 
ferred by Lord Morpeth's appropriation bill ? If so, why is 
this not honesdy avowed ? And if not, what are these 
new powers? and wherein do they exceed the powers 
already possessed by the commission ? If this sentence of 
die memorial mean any tiling, it would have been only honest 
to state it clearly. It would have been only reasonable for 
the memorialists to express themselves more distincdy, if 
they expected his Majesty to pay any attention to it. If it 
mean nothing, if the memorialists really do not know what 
they would have or ask for, their intruduig on his Majesty 
with such a document, is such a procedure that I sha^ 
not choose to give it its proper name. But I ask, also, it 
the author of this memorial ignorant of the powers vested in 
the Privy Council of Irdland. The Privy Cbuncil possess 
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the dkcretionary power of breaking up all Episcopal 
Unions as they become void, nor can an ]Spiscopal Union 
be continued beyond the existing iocumbent, without 
their sanction being obtained at his avoidance ; and, where 
parishes are severally and separately too small to support 
a Ghaperof Ease, the Privy Council, at the request of the 
Bishop, may cause a Chapel to be erected, in a convenient 
place, withxQ a district of contiguous parts of adjoining 
parishes ;' or set out such a district, where a Chapel had 
been previously erected. 7 & 8 Geo. IV. c. 43, §§ 21, 23» 
S4, 31. The 3 and 4 W. IV. c. 37, and the amended act of 
the following- year have given such powers of re-formation 
and redistribution to the ecdesiastical commission, that I 
know not what furtiier powers any one can require, 
except those powers of destruction which were to have 
been given by Lord Morpeth's bill. The commissioners 
have the power- of granting gratuities, (§ 92,) and aug* 
menting (§ 98) small benefices : with the consent of ibe 
Lord Lieutenant and six of the Privy Council, the 
diocesan, and the patron, they may, on the death of 
existmg iiicumbents, divide any parish exceeding £800 
per annum in value, adding any part or parts of the said 
parish, and its emoluments and glebes to any poor 
benefice adjoimng, provided that they do not reduce the 
original paridi below the value of £390 per annum, 
(§ 106 — 108.) They may, at their discretion, on the 
next avoidance, suspend the appointment to any benefice 
where there had been no divine service for the tiiree years 
preceding February 1, 1833, consigning the spiritual care 
of the benefice to the incumbent of the adjoiniog parish^ 
with a moderate stipend, or appointing and paying a 
itipendiary curate, (§ 116.) They may, witii the consent, 
of tile Lord Lieutenant and Council, and the incumbent. 
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dkiiniteany paridh from any dignity or ciinonry to whieh 
it is appropriated or united, annexing it for the future to 
tbe vicarage or perpetual curacy therein, (§ 124,) or 
adjoining; (4 and 6 W. 4, c. 90, § .6;) they may make similar, 
alterafions, where no vicarages or perpetual curacies had 
been previously existing, (4 and 5 W. 4, c. 90, § 5,) atiid 
by this amended .act, they may suspend- the appointment 
t^ any sinecure dignity. (§ 1.) Now these powers look 
very like what the memorialists profess^ to ask for. If the 
Commissioners and the Privy Council do not possess a 
power of redistribution, and of proportioning the income 
of incumbents to their duties, I and some wiser heads 
have mistaken the meanmg of the statutes. .Hiey certainly 
do not possess the power of .breaking up all' the ec(^esi-* 
astical divisions of the country, without any assignable 
cause, or of depriving any parish of its clergyman, where 
the Protestants do not amount to a certain number. — » 
Thede powers they do not possess, and I am glad that 
they do not. But if they thought them necessary ijiey 
would no doubt apply for them, and, in my humble judg-« 
ment, they are the proper persons to make such an 
applioaition. Perhsips the Privy CoundOi and the Com- 
Boiasioners ate convinced that they already have as much 
power as can be given to any board with safety to the 
Church. — Perhaps they conceive that as an experiment 
of such portentous magnitude is already in course of trial 
under their superintendance, it is but common prudence 
to allow time (the commissioners have yet had but two 
years and a half) for observing its particular results before 
any further ^periment be set on foot. In either case I 
agree with them. As a humane man, I should say that 
the Church has been racked and tormented enough 
already. As a cautious man, I should say, allow it a few 
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Biotiftents to recover from its agoiiieii and exhaHiBtion' 
before you ventture the appliance of any new modes of 
torturer But what have polideal or ecclesiastical pwH 
jectors to do with humanity or caution. 

Since I wrote these lines I have seen the three letters 
published in Doctor Dickinson's name, in the Dublm 
Evemng Post The Doctor (if these letters be his) is 
certainly not ignorant of the powers of the Privy Council* 
His words are—" Now, the power of altering parochial 
divisions belongs at present to the Privy Council; this is 
net, therefore, the creation of a new power, but a mere 
transfer of it from a body which does not, to one which 
d&esy necessarily a>nsist of Church members/' (meaning by 
Church members, I presiune, members of the ChUnA.) Ifc 
appears, then, that this mighty change (as far as it i» 
prudent to avow its magnitude) is, after all, *^ a mere' 
transfer " of power from a known and intelli^ble body, 
to one which happily as yet has not received, a local habi^ 
tation and a name* And this transfer is aittfully vindicated, 
partly by a vague over-statement of the defined and 
statutable powers of the Privy Council, and pardy by 
a gross and indecent insinuation of partiality in the 
Privy Council — an insinuation perfectly in keying witli 
the language which Mr. O'Connellhaa thought proper to 
use in the House of Commons, on the same subject. Let 
Doctor Dickinson rest assured that the Privy Council 
has long been respected in this country by every wise and 
honest man, and that it so well deserves to be respected, 
that it will be respected still, even if he and Mr. O'Cbn- 
nell should take it into their heads to prdse it. But, if 
a transfer of the powers of the Privy Council is to be 
made to a Board, composed exclusively of Church mem- 
bers, why create a new board, when ther'e is already one 
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in existence ? The Ecclesiastical Commissioners are 
bound by law to be members of the Church of England ; 
six of them are necessarily Prelates of the Church, and 
the remaining five bound to subscribe the following de- 
claration, before they can act under the Commission : — 
** I do solemnly, and in the presence of God, testify and 
declare that I am a member of the united Church of Eng- 
land and Ireland, as bylaw established." (3 and 4 W. IV. 
c. 87, § 2.) Will any man living believe, that the chaplain 
of an Archbishop of Dublin can be ignorant of this fact, 
and if not ignorant, what cause can he or his friends assign 
for the studied concealment of it, and of the existing 
powers of the Commission, in the Memorial, and in the 
Doctor's published letters ? Dr. Sadleir is a member of 
tiie Commission, and has signed the memorial — ^is he 
ignorant of the powers of that board, and of the religion 
which its members are bound by law to profess ? . But 
supposing the Prelates of the Church had felt it necessary 
to call for the erection of a new board, are they not able to 
call for it themselves? Who has asked or authorized 
these most presumptuous Clergymen to act the inter- 
cessors with his Majesty and the Legislatui^, and to 
implore them to allow their Episcopal Rulers to nominate 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners? I do believe the indecency 
of this petition cannot be exceeded except by its dis- 
honesty. Is the; author of this language to be told, that 
the Prelates of our Church are utterly opposed to such a 
sebeme? Is he to be told, that the Lord Primate has 
summoned the Bishops to a meeting for the third of 
March? If there was any sense of decency in these 
memorialists, they would have submitted their project to 
this venerable assembly. But the prime movers knew 
well what entertainment such a scheme would receive, and 

c 
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therefore they sagely concluded that no time was to be 
loet, lest the scheme should get talked of and be defeated 
by the unanimous reprobation of their Episcopal Rulers. 
For whatever pains the Doctor has taken to eyade the 
charge of mdecent precipitancy, it is impossible to escape 
it* Nor can any cause but extreme haste be alleged for 
sending forward this memorial with so pitiM a list of dig* 
nitaries, and hicund>ents, and curates << wisely kept for 
show,'* 

The Doctor's arguments, if such they can be called, are 

of this nature-— 

)• That under the proposed lystem we should 4)e no 
worse than we are. It would be more to the purpose to 
prove that wo should be better— At least a wise man 
will require some proof of this kind, befinre he gives up a 
certainty for an uncertainty. 

2. That the landlords of Irdand are legislates, 
and no better than they ought to be. I grant him 
both particulars. I hope our landlords will always form 
the majority of our legislators. And as to their morals, 
I cannot but thmk, that tiie memorialists would find 
very usefal and legitimate employment in bringing them 
to a better condition. I have said something of tins kind 
before, and I have seen nothing in the Doctor's letters 

to alter my opinion. 

3. The junior fellows and scholars of Trinity Collego 
have no control over their own property, and tiiey have no 
wish to make any change. I confess I cannot see Oie 
force of tins. M they have lost their tails, I do not see 
why we should cut off ours : and if they do not wish to 
diange, I cannot discover, how tiiat can be any reason tfiat 

we should. 

4. Corporation property is much better managed than 
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that in the hands of mdividuaLi. Happy to hear i 
only hope this fact may he remembered, when die Irish 
Corporation Bill comes to be discussed. 

5. The charge of the land tax will be so small to each 
mdividual, that he will have little interest in spoliation 
in order to be relieved from it. I have never yet heard 
of a tax being so small that people did not wish to be free 
frtim it. WiJl the land tax be lighter than tithe com« 
position, which, by the returns of the Clerical Society^ 
averages, in nearly twelve millions of acres, and very 
nearly three-fourths of the benefices in Ireland, at not 
quite nine pence hal^ienny an Irish acre, or less than six 
penee^ an English acre.* 

6* The rest of the Doctor^s arguments consist of 
audiorities, namely, that such and such persona have said 
so and so. Now, granting this to be true, I cannot see 
what it makes for hia arguments. It is very easy to say 
the Edinburgh Review has said this or thai — or 
the Christian Examiner and the University Magazine 
Not having a very retentive memory I cannot pretend to 
repeat these periodicals by heart — they may have used 
die language the Doctor attributes to them. He has 
given no reference to volume or page ; and therefore I 
must decline reacfing the whole series in order to ascertain 
the bet. But granting it, what does it prove? The 
question is not, who faaa used the argument, but is it a 
sound one ; if not, the Doctor's references will only prove 
that he is not the only wrong-headed person in the com- 
munity. I confoss I do not admire this method of r^ 



* in bta letter to the Rev. M.J«ne8, Dr. Dictinacn hat atated, ftompofr. 
liamentary evidence, that the amount collected in Ireland as tithe, " has never 
equafled one fiiHeth of the gross produce, nor one third of the sum which 
the woid tithe would imfdy." p. 20. 
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£enrmg for characters to magazines and newspapers, 
which has latterly grown so fashionable. I should not 
even choose to engage a curate, because his advertise- 
ments stated that his sentiments agreed with the Christian 
Guardian and the Record Newspaper. But this is a 
matter of taste. The report of the tithe committee of 
1832 is more easily referred to, and I have been long aware 
of it. The committee of the House of Commons, and the 
Doctor might have added, of the House of Lords also, did 
then recommend, that some measure should be adopted of 
extinguishing tithes and preventing collision between the in- 
cumbent and his parishioners; and they expressly men- 
tioned commutation — ^but they did not say one single word 
about coneentration or a Isnd tax. If they have meant more 
than they have expressed, I know not how the Doctor has 
ctiscov^red it ; and I have yet to learn that he is justi- 
fied in publishing such a discovery. As to the grounds on 
which their recommendation was founded, I shall not be 
betrayed into the iadeceney of Iwringing into tins con- 
troversy a personage who is not to be named without the 
reverence due to his station. But this I shall say, 
and I hope without being guilty of disrespect to my supe- 
riors, that if oommittees of both Houses can be found to 
recommend ccmc^ntration, and a land tax, under the 
impression that clerical income can be secured, and the 
unavoidable inconveniences of the tiihe system can be 
remedied by putting an end to the collisicm which must 
ever result from pecuniary transactions between the clergy- 
man and his immediate neighbours, I cannot but lament 
for this country that so many of its legislators in both 
houses, with such opportunities of information, and such 
a mass of evidence before them, could prove themselves 
so littie acquainted with the real and inveterate cause of 
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the difficulties of our Clergy, so ignorant of Irish land- 
lords, of human nature, and of the Holy Scripture. 

]V&. .Woodward's respectahle name, I have seen widi 
the utmost pain. I have read his pamphlet more than 
once, and I never could discover a single shadow of 
argument in it, whidi, if it prove any thing, will not 
prove too much. His reasoning would have been just 
as powerful in the days of Moses, Malachi, and St. 
Paul. It has not a particle of force, now, which could 
not with equal propriety have been urged against the instil 
tutions of the Old Testament and the New. 

We now come to the Hon. Mr« Bingham Barii^, and 
his motions, . which appear so powerful an argument, that 
they are not only adduced by Dr« Dickinson in his letter 
i>f the. 60th of January, but also occupy a very conspeuous 
place in the memoriial itself. In these documents tliere are 
certain statements made with regard to the motions them* 
sdves, and also with regard ta the reception which they 
met witfi in the House of Commons. These statemeaite 
appear to me to.be so devoid of fairness, or even truth, 
that I conceive it necessary to place them before my reader 
in immediate connection with Mr. Baring's real motions, 
and with the observations which were actually made by 
honorable members at the time ; these latter I shall extract 
from .the Mirror of Parliament, Part 349, p. 52352. 

I shall begin with the memorial. After referring to the 
report of the Tithe Committee, it proceeds to say, *' A 
measure still more fully in accordance with these sug* 
gestions, was proposed last session in the House of Com- 
mons, by the Hon. Mr. Bingham Baring, moved in the 
form of clauses to be introduced into the Tithe Bill, then 
before the House ; and his amendment met with appro* 
bation of its principle, even on the part of many who 
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considered its adoption at that stage of the prooeediiigs 
unadvisable/' Who these many approvers of Mr. Baring's 
motions were, ve are informed by Dr. Dickinson. After 
referring to the petition of the Irish prelates last session, 
he goes on to' say, '^ And the whole measure (with the 
exception of that part of it which relates to the commu- 
tation) was brought forward last session by the Hon* 
Bingham Baring, in the form of amendments to the tiien 
Hthe Bill. Tliis gentleman (the son of a noble lord who 
was a member of Sir Robert Peel's cabinet) did submit 
his clause to the consideration of the most zealous parlia- 
mentary advocates for the church establishment. And 
although they abstained from pressing them, it was con- 
fessedly on the ground, merely, that the time was not 
advantageous. Of &ke principles of the measure they 
strongly approved. Many months ha^e since elapsed, 
and during all this time, though some of your members 
were fully aware that Mr. Baring^s clauses had not been 
abandoned, no objections have been till now (publicfy 
at least) raised against them." Let Mr. Binghaiii Baring 
now Speak for himself. ^* I rise, Sir, for the purpose of 
moving the insertion of three clauses, of which I have 
already given notice. If the bill continue in the present 
state, it will leave a strong inducement to the Catiiotic 
population to interfere by violence to diminish the 
number of the Protetant benefices. It will be in the 
power of the petty agitator, in his trav^ about the 
country, to excite tiie peasantry, by telling them, ^ Last 
year we got so many Protestant parsons removed, let us 
see if we cannot get some more abated this year :' and 
the House will have die honourable and learned member 
for Dublin annually informing it, that by the grace of 
God tile Catholics have increased, and the Protestants 
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decreased in the last year ; and calling the House foir the 
application of the revenues, no longer wanted for Protestant 
purposes, to the education of the general body of the com* 
munity, Cburoh reform bills will be annually presented, and 
there will be» consequently, a succession of struggles year 
after year. To remove this blot from the bill is the object of 
the clauses I am about to propose ; and in the first place, 
I wish to vest in the Ecclesiastical Commissioners all the 
revenues arising from the unsequestered* parishes* Ths 
second clause proposes to give the commissioners power to 
alter the limits of the benefices ; and the ol;ject of the 
thkd is to give them the power to endow benefices which 
are not among those to be sequestered. I contend that 
the inoreese of Protestants in Ireland, during the last 
century, has been sucdi as fidly to warrant the expeotation 
that the rdigious wants of the Protestants will be at least 
as great hereafter as they are now. I think these clauses 
are necessary in the bill, and I therefore move that they 
be inserted/' 

Whether Mr. Baring's proposal to vest in the present 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners all the revenues arising from 
the unsequestered parishes is precisely the measure which 
the Doctor advocates — ^whether it can be tortured to mean 
the wanton erection of a new commission, and the vesting 
in their hands the entire property of the Church of Ireland, 
I shall leave the public to judge ; but certainly Mr. Baring's 
motion contemjdates the sequestration of 860 parishes in 
Irelahd^t was originated by that sequestration being a vital 
part of the bill then in committee, and therefore, as this 
motion is, on Dr» Dickinson's own statement, neither more 



* The Mirror of ParHament has < seque$ter9d,* It evidently should be 
' umequesiered,* which is the word reported in the newspapers of that date. 
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nor less than the ^* whole measure" of the memorialists, (the 
principle of commutation alone excepted,) it follows with 
the force of demonstration, that the measure proposed in 
the memorial, goes on the prospective supposition of a 
scheme of sequestration, although for some prudential 
reasons this is carefully kept out of sight. 

The second and third clauses of Mr. Baring^s motion 
are to vest in the Commissioners certain powers, whidi, as 
we have seen, are, to the utmost extent consistent with 
prudence, vested partly m their hands already, and partly 
in the hands of the Privy Council. 

Let us now see what reception this motion met from the 
house. But eight members spoke on the occasion; five 
on the side of Government, and but three of the Conserva* 
tive members, Mr. Shaw, Sir R. Peel, and Mr. A. L«froy. 
Mr. Shaw said, ^* I am no enemy to a better distribution 
of church property ; but I cannot consent to the propoa- 
tion of my honourable friend, [t. e. to'concentration.] It 
would go to vest the whole power and property of the 
Church in the present Ecclesiastical Commissioners, who 
are a body quite too irresponsible for that purpose. The 
adoption of any fart of the amendment of my honourable 
friend must take place, if at a//, after a consideration 
which, imder present circumstances, it is impossible the 
subject can receive." — Sir R. Peel said, " I hope my ho- 
nourable friend will not take a vote on this occasion, but 
defer his motion to a stage when it can meet with more de^ 
liberate discussion. To the division into districts I decidedly 
obfect^ [t. e. to redistribution,] and I wish to have more time 
to consider the 'effects of these clauses." To which he 
afterwards added, " It is clearly inexpedient to discuss the 
principle involved in the clauses of my honourable friend at 
this late period of the session." Mr. Lefroy merely said. 
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** I agree with the xight honourble baronet in hoping that 
the honourable member will withdraw his amendments for 
the present." Will these few sentences from the. only 
Conservatiyes who took part in the debate justify Dn 
Diekinscm in stating of ** the most zealous parliamentary 
advocates for the Church establishment," that, ** although, 
they abstained from pressing them, it was confessedly on 
the ground merely^ that the time was not adyaptageous* 
Of the principle of the measure [namely, of . concentra^ 
lion and redistributionl they highly approved." Whether 
the Doctor's statement is not actually the reverse of what 
occurred, my reader can judge for himself • 

Lord M(Hpeth, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr* 
Hume, Lord John Russell, indeed, did one imd all admire 
the principle contained in the motion. Mr. Hume, that 
most zealous parliamentary advocate of the Elstablishment, 
declared that it was the proposition which he had brought 
forward fifteen years ago ; and the Chancellor of the Ex.- 
chequer said, ^*0n those who agree in the principle of 
appropriation, these clauses impose no sacrifice, and call 
on them to make no surrender of principle." Really, if 
Mr. Baring's motion be the same as the project in the 
memorial, then on the Doctor's own showing we can pretty 
easily discover, who are the friends of his favourite scheme, 
and on what a basis of spoliation and sequestration it must 
rest, in order to secure their admiration and support. 
Were I to present a memorial to his Majesty, I should 
conceive it rather indelicate to make such a reference to a 
debate in either House of Partiament. But when I couple 
this want of the common forms of decency with the utter 
disingenuousness with whidi it is adduced, I do say that I 
doubtj whether since the ^i^ormation such an instance of 
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gross disrespect has ever been shewn to the King of Eng- 
land by any of his Clergy. 

Dr. Dickinson further endeavours to justify this project^ 
by allegmg in his third letter the authority of the petition 
presented by the Irish Prelates to the House of Lords last 
session. His words are» ^^ Again, you must be aware t^mt 
the proposal of re-distribution of income did not ordinate 
with tiie present memorial. It was distinctly suggested in 
the petition to the House of Lords, wiiich was presented 
last session by a majority of the Irish Prelates. Ta those 
Prelates, therefore, I shall refer the defence of their own 
proposaL" Whether it would have been more cautious and 
more respectful if tbe Doctor had first consulted those 
Prelates, before he ventured to put such a construction on 
tiieir words, will not be a very difficult question to any 
person of discretion or good feeling. Tlie only words in 
the petition that can, by possibility, be tortured to sudi 
a meaning, are those noble expressions of dimnterested 
devotion with which these venerable men declared their 
willingness to submit to any alternative, or any diminution 
of their income, rather than suffer the destruction of the 
Protestant religion in Irdand to be effected by the api»ro» 
priation clauses. And now Dr. Dickinson has thought 
proper to adduce these very words, as the origination and 
first proposal of a measure, whicdi he confesses to be (with 
the exception of commutation) identicafly the same as Mr. 
Baring's motion; a motion, as I have already proved, having 
no substance, existence, or foundation, exc^t the spoliation 
and appropriation clauses; a motion which, in so many 
words, sujq>08es and recognises the sequestration of 860 
parishes ; the very measure against which the petition was 
presented. It is hard to say whether Dr. Dickins^m 
intends such an assertion as a compliment to the under- 
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standings of his read^rs^ or of his episcopal rulers. The 
words of the Bishops* petition are these— "li^ notwitfap- 
standing the alterationis which have been made by late 
enactments in the concerns of the Church, improvements 
are still required, your petitioners are most willing to con- 
tribute to their introduction : and if the distribution of the 
church revenues be so unequal as to impair her usefohiess, 
they are desirous to see tiiem appfied in such a way as 
best may increase her efBkaency, seeking only to render 
her, under God's grace, a more powerful instrument of 
edification.'* Now, if tiiese words were intended as a 
proposal of any kind, and, above all, as a proposal of 
re-^tribution of income, sueh as Dr. Didiintm and Mr. 
Baring ctmiempbUe^ I believe I am not the only person 
in the country who will be surprised by the discovery, 
and I hope I shall not be guilty of any impropriety in 
asking, if this was indeed the meaning tmd intention of this 
petition, why did the most reverend Prelate of this dioeese 
refuse to sign it? 

But we are relEerred to the late Bishops of Ferns and 
Cloyne as advocates of the principle of concentration 
which is put forward by tile memorialists. Dr. Dickinson 
has stated this still more confidentiy in his third letter than 
in tile first ; I shall g^ve botii passages. In his letter of 
the 18tii January, he has thus expressed himsdf— <^ The 
advantages of concentration were, I understand, fiiUy 
appreciated long since, by two individuals, whose wisdom 
was respected by all, and whose anxiety for the support of 
the Establidiment) was never doubted by any ; I believe 
I am correct in saying, that tiie lamented friends of the 
Church, the late Bishops of Ferns and of Cloyne, sug- 
gested such a concentration. Their method of effecting 
is could not, indeed, now be adopted, because subsequent 
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A^^ts of Parlianieiit interfere ; fliis, however^ affects only 
the details, and not the jmneiple of the measure.'' In his 
third letter he writes^" Agam, the concentration of the 
Chnreh property was recommendedr--(I stated in a former 
letter that such had been my information^ and its correct- 
ness has not been denied)_by ihe valued friends of the 
Church, the late Bishops of Ferns and Cloyne ; the pre- 
sent proposal on this head differs, indeed, in details from 
their measure, which has-been rendered impracticable by 
subsequent Acts of Parliament, in its principle, however, 
it is not different" As Dr. Dickinson has received from 
Dr. Ekington a positive and distinct contradiction of his 
Stateinents regarding Ae Bishop of Ferns, it is to be pre- 
suraed: that, he will publiely retract what . he has said. 
Tbeve is not the very slightest foundation for such a 
statement, and how any one so thoroughly conversant as 
Dr. Dickinson must be, with the utter detestaticm and 
abhorrence, which that great and good man ever felt and 
expressed of innovation of any kind, could circulate such 
an.* insult to lus memory, and such a contradiction to the 
whole tone of his writings, and the tenor of his t^nright 
life, is beyond my comprehension, and that of every 
person, with whom I have conveiteed on the subject. I do 
indeed lament, that while the grave is scarce closed on 
these venerated Prelates, and we can scarce persuade 
ourselves, that we are indeed bereft for ever of these 
^^ Horsemen and Chariots" of our afflicted Church, such 
a use should be made of their names. They are no 
longer here to vindicate themselves from an aspersion, that 
would have excited their burning indignation. Hie 
Bishop of Ferns was, at all times, to the last hour of his 
life, opposed to any change in the tithe system — to com^ 
mutation, and above all to concentration. When he found 
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that, by the persevaring cupidity of the Protestant land- 
lords and aristooraoy, a change was forced upon the 
country, he proposed a plan (which, by the way, the 
Bidbop of Cloyne dkapprored of,) one of whose chief 
reoommendations, in his judgment, was, that it was opposed 
to concentration. To any one at all acquainted with the 
Bishop's character or writings, a vindication of thb kind 
is as needless, as the occasion of it is distressing. 

Dr. Dickinson siBems to lament the frightful condition of 
the country, and the dangers and suflTerings of the Clergy. 
Such an admission is valuable from any friend of the pre- 
sent government. But if the people of this country per- 
ceive, that such persons as Dr. Murray, and Dr. Kinsella, 
and Mr. O'Connell, find entertainment at the vice-fegal 
court; if they perceive, that by the positive orders of 
government the assistance of police and military is with- 
held until a violation of the peace has taken place, and any 
thing which could tend to the prevention of violence and 
crime in the collection of clerical income is forbidden, al- 
though the police are bound by oath, to prevent^ to the 
utmost of their power, all offences against His Majes- 
ty's peace ; if it is necessary to vindicate His Majesty's 
Court of Exchequer by awarding attachments against the 
confidential agents of the government, it is not very 
difficult to imagine tiie consequences, and it is aitogethdr 
impossible to discover, how any change in the collection, 
managesnent, or distribution of clerical income, can mate- 
rially improve the state of the country, or the condition 
of our persecuted and slandered Clergy. It was very 
truly stated in 1832 by a most reverend Prdate, that 
^^ many of- the renters to tithe entertain, or endeavour to 
spread the notion, that they are favoured by govern- 



30 

I 

ment."* Until their minds are thoroug^y disabused of 
this notion, peace and safety are out of the question. 

This document and memorial hold out golden hopes to 
the Clergy and the State ; to the one it is promised that 
this plan will leave the Church Revbnub unimpairsb. 
These capitals are not mine ; they are so prmted in die 
original, a mode of being emphatic, borrowed, I imagine, 
from those veracious documents, the hand-bills of the New 
State Lottery, and Mr. George Robins' auctioneering 
advertisements. It is not uncommon for the advocates of 
revolution, maria numtesque poUiceri. - Unfortunately, 
however, this glorious prospect is considerably obscured in 
the memorial; where His Majesty is told "that the 
purchase^money paid over to the above-mentioned Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners, would, if employed by them in the 
purchase, from time to time, of land or rent-charges, 
produce a revenue nearly equal to tiie aggregate amount 
of the present income of incumbents." Meantime tiie 
nation is promised a surplus of from £200,000 to £300,000 
per annum : and to crown all, while the treasury is 
to be overflowing with this surplus, and the Clergy are 
to be nearly as rich as they are at present, the patentees 
declare, tiiat their contrivance will reconcile all those of 
opposite parties who are not bent on the overthrow of the 
Establishment. Who can withstand such a combination of 
motives ? Bes, tempus, pertcula, egettas, belli spoKa mag^ 
mfica moffisj quam oratioj harientur. But I should be glad 
to be informed, who these opposite parties may be : for, 
as to the whigs, infidels, radicals, dissenters, and Roman 
Catholics, they have been any thing rather than opposite 
parties for several years : so that I do not see any need of 

* Archbishop of Dublin'^ eyidence before the Lords* Committee p. 113. 
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reducing the umverse to its elemental chaoe merely in order 
to reconcile people that are disposed to agree very well 
if they be left to themselves. Any little quarrels they may 
have, they can settle without our interference. They agree 
well enough to carry on their quintuple alliance againat 
the Church without any danger of a rupture, at least until 
they oome to divide the spoils. If those, who are called 
tories, and conservative whigs, be meant, I believe that the 
Church had about as little to say to their quarrel, as it 
can have to do with their reconciliation. The only re- 
maining parties that can be in danger of coming into 
collision, are the clergy and the landlords. I hope these 
are not the opposite parties alluded to. I trust that the 
landlords are not bent on the overthrow of the Establish- 
ment ; and as to the clergy, it is hard to find fifty among 
them aU who can be brought to sanction any attempt that 
bears such an appearance. But if the clergy and the 
landlords are the opposite parties not bent on the over- 
throw of the Establishment, how is this scheme to recon- 
cile them? No surplus can be created, except by deprecia- 
ting the clerical property as low as possible ; then, by the 
government buying up the tithes at about half what they 
ought to be worth, which must needs dispose the clergy to 
reconciliation, especially as the income, which they can pur- 
chase by the produce of this sale of their tithes to government^ 
will be about one-half of what their tithe composition is at 
present worth. ^ The next step in this surplus manufacture 
will be, to compel the landlords to pay the full amount of 
the tithe to the last farthing for some years, till, by in- 
creased security and amount, the value of tithes is raised 
to the utmost, at which maximum it is to be redeemed by 
a land tax, which must rather exceed the full amount of 
tiie tithe, in order to cover the expense of collecting. 
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Again, after these purchases and redemption shall have 
been effected^ the lands purchased by the projected Board 
of Eeclesiastieal Undertakers are to be subject to the new 
land tax, or- they are not. If they are^ here is a new 
drawback on the pittance of the ' clergy. The present 
Ecclesiastical Commission, I am informed, costs the 
Church about £12,000 a^year. How much would be the 
cost of the Doctor's Undertakers, who, like other under- 
takers, are, I suppose, to profit by our woes, and to pre- 
side over our obsequies ?* Arid after all, the Clergy are 
to be included among their own debtors, and to pay iheir 
share of the tax, which is to be laid on the laity in lieu of 
tidies. I am begmning to suspect, that this whole scheme 
may be a hoax, which the Doctor has got up in order to 
amuse us dtuing the cold weather. But if he and his 
brother Memorialists seriously propose this scheme to the 
nation, as a measure of justice or reconciliation, they are 
really " HSbemis ipsis Hibemiores." 

On the other hand, if the lands of the clergy are not 
to be liable to this land tax, what a pretty considerable 
prospect we shall have of the lay landowners becoming 
attached to their pastors. Really this seems something 
like laying the foundations of another French Revolution. 
But whetiier the lands of the clergy be taxed or not, the 
lay landowners will be worse oflF than they are now, if 
iihere is to be any surplus created. How so hopeful a 
scheme will tend to reconcile the landlords to the clergy, 

* Before die duntion of the Irish Ptf liamento was timited by the Octen- 
niel Bill, the adminislration and patronage in Ireland was surrendered to 
the heads of the Whig Aristocracy. They were styled the undertakers of 
the King's busiqess, an ominous title, but most justly applied; <.ai, frcm 
education and from habit,* said the late Lord Charlemont, « they were well 
fitted to preside at the funeral of the common weal/w- PAefatf* Sistory of 
the Policy of the Church of Rome in Ireland (Introduction, p. 18)--a 
work which deserves far more attention' than it has yet received. 
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remains tp be proved ; but the landlords, I shrewdly sus^ 
pect, will, in the event, be sadly out of humour with 
themselves and with one another. It is at least probable, 
that they may feel somewhat like the horse in the fable, 
and lament that, in an unlucky hour, they ever invited the 
government to assist them in hunting tithes and parsons, 
or that they ever suffered such a saddle to be put upon 
their backs. It is not unlikely, that they may unite once 
more to shake off this land tax, and, as I before said, 
supply the deficiency, as far as it will go, by confiscating 
the melancholy concentration of Ecclesiastical property. 
Concentration ! It is the concentration of all that was 
once loved and reverenced in the sepulchral urn. It is the 
concentration of all the diffused virtues and powers of the 
Church, that they may be immolated as a grand and 
final sacrifice on the altar of national cupidity. 

There is another consideration of great importance. 
Does the author of this scheme intend this as an experi- 
ment, on which to found a similar revolution in the 
Ecclesiastical property of England? Is Ireland. merely the 
place where the wedge is to be introduced ? What his 
intentions may be I cannot take on myself to say. But 
this I know, that when a Most Reverend Prelate, whose 
evidence I have already referred to, was asked by the 
Committee of the House of Lords this question — '* What 
is your opinion of the permanent system upon which the 
provision for the Church should be placed in Ireland?'* 
His Grace replied in these words — *^ I AoxM mention, 
that I think it would be a very dangerous thing to legislate 
in a way that should carry on the face of it the appearance 
of relief for Ireland, without holding out a prospect at 
least of some, if not tfie same system of relief in England; 
because if it were understood that relief from what has been 
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lately, and is still in many instances, complained of as a 
grievance in England, was given in Ireland in consequence 
of violent and turbulent measures, it seems to me that that 
would be a bonus on insurrection in England, and I have 
no doubt the most fearful results would follow."* It is 
not my part to make any commentary on the Most Rev. 
Prelate's words ; but if the author of the memorial designs 
this scheme of re volution'to extend to the Church in England, 
it is extremely uncandid not to state this explicitly in the 
memorial, and most disingenuous to rest a total alteration 
of the ecclesiastical constitution of the whole empire on the 
local circumstances and difficulties of Ireland. 

Dr. Dickinson calls on the Clergjrmen who have signed 
the protest to suggest some other scheme, if they disapprove 
of his. I shall submit one to his approval, which will not 
even requu*e a commission. It is simply this : that every 
landowner in Ireland be desired to send in, to his Majesty's 
Principal Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
categorical answers, under his hand and seal, to these three 
queries : — 

1. Do you wish that the Church of Ireland be main- 
tained in its fuU vigour, efficiency, and respectability, and 
its revenues devoted to the purposes heretofore and at 
present recognised by the law and constitution ? 

2. Do you wish to have its vigour, efficiency, and re- 
spectability, totally and finally destroyed, and its revenues 
handed over to the Roman Catholic Clergy ? 

d. Are you equally indifferent to all religions, and is it 
merely your wish to get the property of the Clergy into 
your own pockets ? 

These three questions would discover our real condition. 

* Archbishop of Dublin*a evidence before the Lords* Committee, p. 105. 
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They would compel those to decide, who at present act as 
if they wished for things incompatible, and destructive to 
each other. Matters cannot remain as they are. Unless 
the administration and the landowners act in harmony, and 
are united to make the laws they really wish for, and to 
cause them to be observed without respect of persons, 
the destruction of this coimtry is inevitable. As to the 
Clergy of Ireland, if they are to be made the centre 
against which every ill passion in the community may be 
discharged with impunity ; if their lives and properties are 
to be continually exposed to the assassin and the agitator ; 
if every prize for learning and talent is to be sacrificed to 
a fanatical spirit of re-distribution, no person who can 
earn a decent livelihood in any other profession, will enter 
into the sacred function. We are rapidly moving towards 
this consummation ; the Divinity Class, in the University 
of Dublin, which has hitherto averaged at about one hun- 
dred and forty students, has within the last year sunk to 
forty. So small a number is utterly inadequate to supply 
the churches, or to fill up the vacancies which are annually 
caused by death. 
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Letter to the Editor of the Dublin Efening Poet, from the Rer* 
C. DickioBon, D.D. Vicar of St. Anne's, Dablin, and Chaplata 
to his Grace the Archbishop of Dablin. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE DUBLIN EVENING POST. 

January SO, 18S6. 
&»— >May I beg you will give insertion in your paper to the accom* 
panying letter, which waa declined by the Editor of the Evening MaiL 

I do not know, what your sentiments may be with respect to the subject 
involved, but I trust your love of truth, and your anxiety for fair discus- 
sion, on a matter which concerns the interests of the nation, will induce 
you to give a place in your columns to temperate letters^ though on opposite 
sides. Such a course does not pledge you, but merely gives your readers 
an opportunity for candid judgment. 

I am. Sir, yours, very truly, 

CHARLES DICKINSON. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE EVEMIMO MAIL. 

January 18, 1836. 

Sia — I have read with much attention your remarks of Friday evening 
last, on the proposed Memorial to the King, which is now in circulation 
among the Clergy of this Diocesew 

I think it right to state to you at once, that I shall not either now, or on 
any future occasion, advert to any personalities, no matter from what quarter 
they may come^ or against what individual they may be directed. 

The settlement of the difficulties under which the Church has laboured, 
is so infinitely important, that any measure which proposes to effect this, 
demands the utmost calmness of consideration. It was for the very purpose, 
indeed, of giving the Clergy the fullest opportunity of dispassionate delibe- 
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ration, that the memorial in question, together with a brief explanation of it, 
has been printed for circulation. 

Nor is it only recently that this measure has been proposed. It was, in 
its most essential parts, suggested nearly four years ago, by the Archbishop 
of Dublin, in his evidence before the House of Lords. This evidence has 
been printed, and very generally perused, and his suggestions, (adopted in 
substance by the House of Commons* Committee in 1832,) for terminating 
the difficulties of the Church, were strongly recommended for adoption in 
an article which appeared some time since in the Dublin University Ma^ 
gazine. 

You have stated two objections t& the proposed measure. These I shall 
specify in succession, and lay before you my reasons for not admitting their 
validity. 

Your first objection is, that the formation of the contemplated Board would 
deprive the Clergy of their vested rights^ Now,- I would ask, have the 
junior Fellows and Scholars of Trinity College no vested rights in its pro- 
perty, because that property is under the management of a corporate board ? 
Would they conceive that their vested rights would be strengthened, or 
their income improved, either as to amount or security, by dividing the 
property into several distinct parcels, and leaving each Fellow and Scholar 
to look after his own portion ? The Collie has a permanent corporation ; 
they would not think it for their interests to break this up into as many cor- 
porations sole as there are Fellows and Scholars. That is, they^would not 
forego their own constitution for the purpose of adopting that which be- 
longs at present to the Church. Let the Church then consider, whether it 
would not be for its advantage to have its constitution improved into that 
which has been happily conferred upon the College. 

Your second objection is, that the formation of the Board would render 
confiscation more e&sy. Now, it is curious to observe that the Edinburgh 
Review argued that Church Property might be more reasonably alienated 
than that of a college, on the very ground that the Church was not repre- 
sented by a permanent corporation, but was merely a bundle of corporations 
sole. Its argument was, that at the death of each incumbent a corporation 
was extinct, and that there was no necessity to revive it, inasmuch as no one 
had a right of succession. Be this as it may, I cannot discern how the 
formation of such a Board would give greater facilities for passing an Act 
of Parliament. Our present defence is, that a measure to confiscate would 
require the united consent of King, Lords, and Commons ; and this de- 
fence is not in any way affected by the proposed change. 

You may, however, have designed (though you have not expressed this) 
to direct this objection, not against the formation of the BobkI, but against 
the suggested concentration of property* I beg of you, however, to recon- 
sider whether this would not considerably diminish the danger of alienation. 
There is now a pressure of Ae people for the extinction of tithes, because 
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each individual perceives that, by their ezttnctimiy his own pecuniary into* 
rests would be advanced by the amount of payment be has to make. It it 
not merely that there is a property to be plundered, but the division of the 
spoil is ready made. Were the property concentrated into land* the minda of 
the people would not be equally assailed by temptation ; €at the immediate 
tenants of the estates would be aware that the destruction of the establish* 
ment would not increase their property, but would merely change their 
landlords. And the rest of the community would be little interested for 
spoliation with a view to diminish general taxation, because the saving to 
each individual thus produced would be imperc^tible. 

If it be relied upon, that under Lord Stanley's Act, landlords and not 
the populace, will hereafter have to pay, let it be remembered that 
landlords are legislators, and that in former times, the Agistment Act was 
their donation to the Church. Landlords are continually pressed upon to 
lower rents. This would be accomplished without pecuniary loss to them, 
by the extinction of that portion of rent which is now paid to the Clergy. 

Again, if it be apprehended that some government, without any pressure, 
upon them from the people or the landlords, might be anxious to seize 
upon the Church property, for the purpose of diverting it to some stato 
necessity, it should be considered that this temptation is just as strong at 
present as it would be if the property were concentrated, because^ on the 
extinction of tithes, they could instantly substitute a land tax, and thus in- 
crease the revenue of the nation. 

The advantages of concentration were, I understand, fully appreciated 
long since, by two individuals^ whose wisdom was respected by all, and 
whose anxiety for the support of the Establishment was never doubted by 
any. I believe I am correct in saying, that the lamented friends of the 
Church, the late Bishops of Ferns and of Qoyne, suggested such a con- 
centration. Their method of effecting this could not, indeed, now be 
adopted, because subsequent Acts of Parliament interfere ; this, however, 
affects only the details, and not the principle of the measure. 

I am persuaded that all the Clergy are fully convinced how much their 
efforts to promote religion have been impeded by the collisions which have 
arisen from their present mode of payment. If any, however, have not 
reflected upon this, I shall beg of them to peruse with attention a pub- 
lished letter addressed to Lord Stanley, by one respected by all his brethren, 
the Rev. Henry Woodward, Rector of Fethard. Tt)e measure to which 
this letter relates should not, indeed, be rejected by any without an atten- 
tive consideration of this most important pamphlet. 

In conclusion, I implore your readers not to allow themselves, in so 
momentous a crisis as the present, to be biassed by personal or party pre- 
judices, but to give a calm and dispassionate attention to a question involv- 
ing not only the temporal welfare Of the Establishment, but in a great degree 
also, the religious efficiency of the Church — tbe peace, the safety, and the in- 
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tcgrity of the empir»— tfaedeUvermoeof thii districted and unhappy country 
ftom the Aightful evils so long endured, end the danger of still worse in future^ 
If through the influence of impatient resentment and hostile pnjudioe, they 
reject the opportunity now offered, the lest that probably wjll ever be afforded 
us, tikey will hereafter reflect with the anguish of late and unavailinig 
regret on the then irremediable miseries which they might have prevented, 
or at least endeavoured to prevent, by bringing themselves in time to reason 
calmly, and to act on the suggestions of dispassionate and single-minded 
public spirit. 

I am, Sir, yours very truly, 

CHARLES DICKINSON. 



Dr. Dickinson*s Second Letter. 

» 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE DUBLIN EVENING POST. 

' January 26, 18S6* 

SnL-> As you were kind enough to insert a former letter dl mine on the 
subject of the petitions now In circulation among the Clctgy of this diocese^ 
perhaps you wilt be eo good as to give insertion also to the accompanying 
letter, written in answer to inquiries forwarded to me by a dislingnished 
member of Parliament. I folly understand that your compliance with this 
request does not pledge your opinions. It merely indicates, what ought to 
belong to all journalists, a willingness to permit free and candid discussion. 

I am. Sir, your's very truly, 

CHARLES DICKINSON. 

January 26, 1836. 

Stu—I would wish that all persons would imitate your good sense in 
seeking further information concerning a measure, whose importance is con* 
fessed, instead of hastily rejecting it, on the ground that some of its details 
have not been made sufficiently intelligible. 

As you do not object to the principles of the measure, I shall not occupy 
your time by any observations on this heed, but shall proceed at once to 
explain the mode proposed for effecting a commutation of tithe property. 

Let it be remembered, in the first place^ that the government grants for 
Irish purposes, amount at present to ^400^000 per annum. (They have 
been more than jf 500,000, and must hereafter, probably, exceed that sum, 
if the recommendation of the Poor Inquiry and Education Commisaioners 
be attended to. ) 

• If, then, an outlay of the same sum is continued, the public will be no 
loser ; and if, by means of such outlay, a laiger sum can be obtained for such 
purposes, Ireland will be manifestly a gainer. Your difficulty seems to be 
to ascertain in what way such an object can be accomplished. 
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To speak briefly, H is to be done by the iwtioii ATtiliiig kmAiafUk opgot* 
tuiuty of buying, At about 16 years* purdiaae, and seUing at Bear 9(X ' This 
will appear by the following aketeh ;— • 

1st. It is suggested that gov e r n ment should purdiaae the tithes* at the 
rate of purchase fixed on by the Tithe Commisflion of 1853, of whidi Mr. 
(Lord) Stanley was chidrman. This is somediing of a hi^er rate thao 
tithes haye always sold for ; but wiien a sale is compulsory, it is usually con- 
sidered fair to fix the outside price. 

Sd. The purchase money is to be raised by the sale of perpetual gorem- 
ment annuities. 

3d» These annuities to be paid out of the national funds. 

4th. The tithes (or whatever land tax or redemption may be substitttted) 
to be applied for the defraying of those local expenses which have been 
hitherto met by government grants; but which bding for Irish purposes* 
may fairly be defrayed by money raised in Ireland, without the impoaang of 
any fresh burden upon it. 

5th. The purchase money of the tithes handed over to the contemplated 
board, to be laid out by them in buying up rents, or rent-charges in £ng- 
land, or wheresoever &ey can be advantageously procured* 

It has been suggested that Government should purchase not only the 
ecclesiasiical, but the lay titibes» and even what may lie termed the suppressed 
titheB-^-4hat is, that the owners of the tithe-free land (about one seventh of 
Ireland) should be regarded as owner* of their own tithes^ and should be 
compelled ' to sell tlwm at the same rate as other lay impropriators. As this 
last provision, however, is not essential, and has merely a respect to financial 
convenience^ it is u n n e c es sa r y to enlarge upon it. 

There may be some difierence of opinion as to the amovad of surplus 
which the nation would gain, (consisting of the difference between the pur- 
chase money, the amount of interest it would have to pay for, and the amount 
of annual property sM to it by the church ;) but this surplus would, on the 
lowest cmhukuion, be more (even afler the buying up of lay-iUlvowson% and 
providing for the necessary expenses of the new board) than was con« 
templated in the appropriation clause of last, session. 

And it is hoped, consequently, that those who pressed the appropriation 
clause, may now give up that measure. 

They, indeed, aigued for it solely on the ground that there were parishes, 
where the income was large, and the number of resident Fkotestants few or 
none ; but they did not advert to a circumstance which ou|^t to have been 
attended to, on the otiier hand, namely, that there were many parishes where 
the income was wholly inadequate to provide suflidently for the spiritual 
wants of the resident messbers of the Establishment. A local congestion 
was, in fact, represented as a general plethora. It is also admitted on all 
hands that our curates are most inadequately paid. The Church could make 
a more satisfactory provision Ibr them, were it allowed to regard its property 
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as A whole, and to regolalo the use of it, instead of being compeUed,as it has, 
to empUry each portion of it with reference to the spot where it was raised. 
This compulsion has not only made its whole funds leas useful than they 
mighl have been, but, in addition, has exposed the Establishment to obloquy. 
Had the Church power ower the distribution of its own funds, it couJd di- 
minish the income of incumbents whose duties are less urgent, and employ 
the withdrawn sum in increasing the income of curates, and of those iscum. 
bents who are now inadequately provided for. 

Hie proposed measure has been vehemently censured by the extreme 
parties. This was to have been expected ; because when parties have been 
long opposed, they get into the habit of thinking that what is gain to the one 
must be a detriment to the other. They do not pause to examine whether 
mutual advantages may not be obtained. The one takes it for granted that 
because the Church is to gain, the nation is to lose, and the other vice versa. 

It should, therefore, be pointed out, that the nation and the Church would 
both gain by the proposed arrangement. First^in a pecuniary sense— the 
nation, by the surplus which would become available for general purposes— 
the Church, by its obtaining its full income, and having this placed not only 
on a more secure foundation, but within its own control, so as to have the 
power of distributing it, according to its own judgment may seem best for 
the promotion of its proper objects. But, secondly — and this is by far the 
most important benefit — both would be gainers by the termination of these 
collisions, which must arise from time to time in a country circumstanced 
like this, (even though they should appear occasionally to be suppressed,) 
as long as there are any pecuniary transactions between each clergyman and 
his parishioners. These collisions have impeded the usefulness of our clergy, 
while they have produced such ciimes, and are fixing in the minds of the 
people such habits of resistance to the laws of the land, as must inevitably 
stop the growing prosperity of any country. 

As you have very properly desired an answer, not for yourself as an indi* 
vidual, but for the information of the public, I shall send a copy of this 
letter to the newspapers, without mentioning your name, however, as there 
is not time for my seeking your permission to do 80» 

I have the honor to be. Sir, 

Your obedient humble servant, 

CHARLES DICKINSON. 



Observations on the Memorial, by theRer. Edward Stop ford, D.D. 

Archdeacon of Armagh. 

.The author of the paper accompanying the Memorial to the King, in 
which he states reasons why the Prelates have not been consulted, is re- 
quested to sign his name to it, that the Clergy may judge of the weight and 
authority, which are suflicient to counterbalance and supersede those of tiie 
Episcopal Bench. 
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Chtirchin«D» prtvious to |»oposiDg a meature calculatod to {urodu^ dis- 
union in the Churchy however eiceUent that measure may epP^v to themt 
ought maturely to consider whether they have the means of carrying it. 

The authors of this measure cannot carry it without great influence in 
Church and State. Do they possess both, or either i 

Do they possess tnluence with the Clergy ? The array of signatures to 
the Memorial, not including 20 peraona entitled to tithe composition, after 
some weeks of exertion and influence, may answer this question for the 
present. It will be more fully answered by the number of signatures to the 
counter declaration. 

Do they possess influence with the Bishops ? They have not ventured 
even to submit the plan to them. They endeavour to exclude them, because 
they know that almost the whole of the Bench is 'opposed to this plan. 

Do they possess influence with Government ? The head of his Majesty's 
Government has disclaimed the plan. 

Are they aware that a measure of this nature cannot be entertained by the 
House of Commons) unless recommended by the Crown ? Have they ob- 
tained the consent and promise of his Majesty's Ministers, to advise the King 
to recommend it ? 

Are they aware that the measure is a money bill — a money bill of a most 
extensive kind, involving several millions sterling ? Do they know that a 
money bill cannot be introduced, until its leading provisions shall have been 
first adopted as resolutions by a Committee of the whole House ? Have they 
the means of proposing and carrying such resolutions ? They have not. 

Supposing, but not admitting, that they had the support and countenance 
of his Majesty's Ministers; supposing them able to carry the measure 
through the Commons, have they influence to carry it through the House of 
Lords, in exposition to the opinions and wishes of both Bishops and Clergy ? 
Most certainly not. 

Why then propose .a measure which may cause even a trifling disunion in 

the Church ; and the only result of which wiH be to destroy whatever influx 

ence the proposers may possess— and to publish their want of influence to the 

world ! 

EDWARD STOPFORD, Archdeacon of Armagh. 
January 29, 1836. 



Anonymous Answer to Archdeacon Stopford's Observations. 

Those who have sig^d the petitions to the King, Lords, and Commons, 
now lying at Messrs. Millikxn's, beg leave to remind their brethren, that 
the deliberative opinion of the Bishops cannot be had at an earlier period 
than their meeting towards the end of March ; ,and, seforx this, the whole 
question is likely to be discussed in Parliament, and settled under the' pro- 
vbions of some bill. 
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Sonepeiioii» having eipmaed af^rahensions that the petition tuToWes an 
approval of the principle of what was called, ** the appropriation clause,** the 
fiwnert of it deem it requisite to submit to their brethren their utter disavowal of 
this. Xtisindeed not unnatunl for both of the parties, who have been so longop- 
posed, to conclude at once, the one^ that since the State is to be benefited, it 
must be ai the expense of the Church ; the other, that if the Church is to be 
benefited, it must be at the expense of the State. The present plan, however, 
contemplates a mutual benefit to the State, an advantage not produced by 
any spoliation of the Establishment ; to the Church, a benefit, not imposing 
any new burden on the nation. 



Dr. Diddnson's Third Letter* 

TO THE CLEROY WHO HAVE SIGNED A ** PROTEST AGAINST A 
PROPOSED ADDRESS TO THE KING," &C 

January 30^ 1 836, 

Rsv. Gbhtlemen — When I received yesterday evening a copy of your 
"protest against a proposed address (now signed by forty-eight Clergymen) 
to the King and both Houses of Parliament,** I applied myself to its perusal 
with that calm attention, to which a document emanating from you was un* 
doubtedly entitled. 

You must excuse me« ^lowever, for remarking that the title of that document 
does not describe its character properly. It is not a protest against the address 
or the measure proposed, but against the framers of it. Ton must be consdoos 
that you have carefully abstained from advancing a single argument against the 
measure itself, and have merely informed the public that you disapproved of 
it. You have pronounced the " reasoning contained in the prefittory observa- 
tions of the memorial as most fallacious,** while you apparently trust that 
your authority will be regarded as a sufficient confirmation of the assertion. 

I shall not feel it necessary to defend your brethren who have signed the 
petitions in question, from the charges of presumption and disingenuousness 
winth you have brought against them, because they feel that it is not their cha- 
racter, but the soundness of the proposed measure which is to be brought before 
public consideration. The unhappy difficulties of the Church are felt by 
them too strongly ; they have too much anxiety for the settlement of them, 
to permit them to w^ste that time in discussions concerning themselves, which 
all the friends of the Church are bound to bestow on the consideration of the 
most likely methods to preserve it. 

One charge however, I think it advisable to notice, because it may be 
regarded as amounting to an objection to the measure itself, namely, that it 
** has been suddenly and partially put forth, without allowing time for inquiry 
and deliberation. * ' 
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Thischarge» indeed, which wasadvsnced in anocher quarter, I h«fe already 
replied to. in a letter published some time since in the Evening Foet, and to 
this letter no answer has been given» 

Let me again briefly state to you, that the most important portion Kif the 
proposal was suggested about four years ago by the Archbishop of Dublin, 
in his evidence before the Lords; that this evidence was printed and very 
generally perused ; tiiat it has notbcen arraigned by the friends of the Church 
at least; that, on the contrsry, it has been referred to, or its principles advo- 
cated as perfectly unobjectionable, (vide the Dublin University Magaxine, 
and also the Christian Examiner.) If the suggestions in that evidence were 
considered dangerous, why have not the Clergy pointed out this danger during 
the long time which has elapsed, more especially as those suggestions were 
actually adopted as the baas of the settlement of Church property, by the 
tithe' commission of 18S2, of wluch Mr* (now Lord) Stanley was chainaan. 
This assuredly conferred on them a suffideatiy important character. 

Again, the concentration of the Church property was recommended — (I 
stated in a foimer letter that such has been my information, and its correctness 
has not been dem«d)^by the valued friends of the Church, the late Bishops 
of Ferns and Cloyne. The present proposal on this head differs, indeed, in 
details fkom their measure* which has been rendered impracticable by subse- 
quent acts of Parliament. In its principle^ however, it is not different. 

Now, if you agree with these respected and lamented Prelates as to the 
expediency of concentration, you must waive your otjectionstothe formation 
of an Ecclesiastical Board ; as any concentration c^ our property would 
necessarily require a board for its management. 

It has been suggested that this Board should be appointed by our Bishops. 
Some Clergymen have^ I am aware, withheld their signatures fh>m the peti- 
tions, on the ground that they considered it dangerous to entrust this function 
to our Prelates, I do not think you will be unanimoua at least in admitting 
this objection. 

They might think it expedient to appoint themselves in conjunction with 
the Deans, Archdeacons, and other Dignitaries; and also that Diocesan 
Committees should be formed, to supply the Central Board with infbrmation 
and suggestions concerning oach diocese. All that we should seek from 
Parliament is leave to constitute such a corporation. Its details and by- 
laws we should wish to have left to the Church itself. 

In addition to legal powers fof collecting the property of the Incumbents, 
it is sought that this Board should be entrusted with the further power 
(under the sanction of the Bishops collectively) — 1st, to amend parochial 
dirisions— and^ 8d, to alter the distribution of incomes amongst the Clergy, as 
the circumstances of each district may seem to render expedient. 

Now, the power ot altering parochial divisions belongs at present to the 
I^-ivy Council. This is not^ therefore, the creMion of a new power, but a 
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neve tnmfer of it» fhnn * body which doas not, to one wbidi does neccftaarily 
constat of Chtttck members. 

Again, you must be quite aware that the proposal of redistribution of 
income did not originate with the present MemoriaL It was distinctly sug- 
gested in the petition to the House of Lords, which was presented last 
session by a majority of the Irish Prelates. To those Prelates I shall refer, 
therefoie, the defence of their own proposaL 

And the whole measure, (with the exception of that part of it which re- 
lates to commutation) was brought forward last session by the Hon* Bingham 
Baring, in the form of amendments to the then tithe bilL This gentleman 
(the son of a noble Lord who was a member of Sir R. Peel's Cabinet) did 
submit his clauses to the consideration of the most zealous parliamentary 
advocates for the C3iurch Kstablishment And although they abstained from 
pressing them, it was confessedly on the ground merely that the time was 
not advantageous. Of the principles of the measure they strongly approved* 
Many months have since elapsed, and during all this time, though some of 
your number were fully aware that Mr Baring's clauses had not been aban« 
doued, no objections have been till now (publicly at least) raised against 
them. 

The extreme parties, however, (as you may perceive from the newspapers,) 
have now joined in vituperation of the measure. The most prominent ob- 
jections advanced against it are^first, that it does not contain the appropri- 
ation clause ; and, secondly, that it does contain it. 

It is plain, then, that the measure has not been hastily advanced; and it 
is quite evident also that those who framed the memorial could not have 
adopted any step better fitted to secure the calmest deliberation than that 
which they did adopt, in printing it and circulating it amongst the Clergy, 
with some of their reasons In its favour. 

Under the dreadful circumstances of this unhappy country, and with your 
knowledge of the fact, that in many places, our most esteemed Clergy are 
unable to leave their homes, except under the protection of police, it might 
have been justly expected from you^ that when you censured one proposed 
method of calming disturbance, you would at the same time have suggested 
another which seemed to you more safe, and also practicable. I still hope, 
that as you have now engaged in the subject at all, you will apply your minds 
to it, in sueb a way as is calculated not to prevent^ but to produce settlement. 
And, in derising your system, you will of course reflect not only upon the 
past and present, but also upon all the impending causes of future danger. 
Amongst other things, you will conader what influence the probably speedy 
institution of some species of Poor Law is likely to have, in increasing or 
diminishing the willingness of landlords to continue those payments to the 
Church, which now pass through their bands. It is very true that, under the 
laws of the land, the tithes or the composition, are as decidedly the property 
of the Church, as the remaining portion of the rent is the property of the 
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hiiidloid. But, you will remember, that laws may be changed, and that land* 
lords form the majority of both Houses of Parliament. Tliat it would be 
against the permanent interests of landlords, even as far as this world is con^ 
cemed, to penmt the withdrawal of Church endowments, I strongly maintain, 
and you will agree with me in the opinion. But, it is their conviction, and 
not ours, that will decide the matter. Without thinking worse of them, than 
I do of other human beings, I must hold it advisable that the Church pro* 
perty should be disengaged as fyr and as speedily as possible, from short- 
sighted individtial cupidity. 

I am, Rev. Bretfafen, your*s very truly, 

CHARLES DICKINSON. 

« 

P.S. — I must not omit returning thanks on the part of those who have 
signed tiie petitions to our Rev. Brother, who, in addition to signing your 
protest, has left for us at Messrs. Milltkek's, a manual of instruction, chiefly 
composed In the form of question and answer. The questions are certainly 
not common-place, and the answers are very satisfactory. He has shown to 
demonstration, that the measure cannot be successful imTess it receive the 
approval in due form of King, Lords, and Commons. We are convinced 
by bis reasoning, so entirely, that even if we had determined upon enacting 
die measure by our own authority, we should now unanimously withdraw 
from the attempt, and adopt the more sober plan upon which we have been 
acting, of sending up humble and respectfol petitions. 



TO THE EDITOR OF THE CHRISTIAN EXAMINER. 

Dea a Sia — I beg you to allow me to make use of your valuable Maga- 
rine, for the purpose of offering some observations upon a petition to the 
King, on the important subject of the Established Church, now lying for 
signature at Milliken's in Grafton-street. My reason for offering any 
remarks upon it is, because it contains some views of which I highly 
approve ; but as it likewise adopts some principles which appear to me highly 
objectionable, I cannot help strongly protesting against it as a whole. I 
feel very sorry that there should have been introduced into this petition, those 
principles to which all considerate friends of the Church must object, because 
r, as well as the authors of this petition, would wish not continually to be 
found petitioning against measures proposed, but much prefer joining with 
my Clerical Brethren in petitioning the King and Parliament, for the 
adoption of some plan which might appear to all likely to be productive of 
good. I am disappointed at the variety of topics introduced into the 
Petition, upon which it was reasonable to suppose that there would be much 
difference of opinion, because when the subject was first broached in conver- 
sation, there was given much reason to hope that the proposed Petition would 
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conuin only a few limple principles, on which there mi^t be looked for m 
pretty general agreement. As some of your readers may not have seen the 
or Petition to the King, mkatb. has been printed and sent to 
indiTidttali, I shall beg you €o insert a copy for their infonnatiou. 
ClB the Original, the Memoriel to his Mnjcaty i* here inserted.! 

In the pmyer of the first partof the Petition, I most fully agree. I have for 
many yean been led by an attentire consideration of the poiition of the Clergy, 
with regard to the people amongst whom they live, to desire that allintercourse 
between them, as to pecuniary matters should oeaae. I have lelt it most 
desirable for the unfettered, unimpeded exercise of the ministry, that the 
Clergy should have nothing to do with the individuals to idiom they preach, 
as to the collection of their income, and some time ance, at the suggestion of 
a friend, I sent my views upon the subject to a person holding an exalted 
situation among his Majesty's Ministers. I have seen no reason to alter my 
sentiments upon the subject : on the contrary, every day's experience only 
convinces me the more, that he would be a friend to the Established Church 
who should secure her ministers from the possibility of collision upon pecu- 
niary matters. For this purpose I proposed not to g^ve up or diminish, in 
any way, the property of the Church, but to give the Bishop and Clergy of 
each and every diocese, the power of vesting their property, for th^ use, m 
the hands of trustees, who should collect the whole income of the Church in 
the diocese, and after having deducted the expense of collection, and una- 
voidable losses, divide the net income amongst the several incumbents, 
according to the relative proportion of their incomes as they are paid nomi- 
nally under the Composition Act. I felt assured that the income could be 
collected more cheaply and more securely by a corporation acting for the 
whole body than by the several individuals, and all feeling of individual 
hostility would be done away. I should much prefer seeing a separate trust 
for each diocese, than to see the whole property of the Church in Ireland put 
into the hands of one corporation. 

I had likewise suggested that when each incumbent received his income, 
not from the very parish to which he was constituted, and in which he lived, 
but recdved his share of the produce of the whole diocese, there would be a 
facility afforded for dividing the surface of the country into parishes, with 
tiie sole reffird to the convenience of ministerial superintendence. Nothing 
can be more senseless than the present distribution and division of parishes, 
and a great benefit would be conferred on the country, i^ the subject of 
income being put out of the question, a new division could be made. As 
far, then, as these two points go, the prayer of the Memorial to the King, 
is in exact accordance with what I have been long desirous to see effected. 

I could much wish, likewise, to see the property of the Church so col- 
lected, distributed according to the amount of duty, and the weight of re- 
sponsibility attached to each minister of a parish. I differ from the author of 
the memorial in thinking the persons entrusted with the collection of the 
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income* necessarily the most quAlified to settle its distribution. I would put 
the first into lay hands, and have the last in ecclesiastical hands. This, 
lioweVer, is but a minor diflference, and I cannot have the slightest doubt, 
that some such arrangement as this would give stability, and an increased 
power of influence to the Established Church. As far then, as these points 
go, I could join in the Memorial to the King, somewhat modified. 

Bat beyond this I could not go one step with the memorial. I consider, 
as well as the author of the memorial, lay patronage to be an evil, to be an 
usurpation on the Church ; but I could not petition to have it removed, as 
it bears upon the parish^ in Ireland, whilst it is still allowed to remain with 
all its evil influence upon the Bishopricks. As long as the Bishops are 
appointed by the Ministers of the Crown, I should be sorry to see lay patro- 
nage done away with, or, in other words, more patronage thrown into the 
hands of the Bishops, whilst they are themselves supported by persons so 
little likely to select them for their spiritual qualifications. The worst feature 
in our Church is, the appointment of our Bishops by the ministers of the 
Crown, who are glided by political considerations. Was a Bishoprick now, 
to be filled up^ a person would not be sought on the ground of his power and 
teal to uphold the Protestant faith, as it is in the Articles of the Established 
Chuidi ; but one who would be willing to withdraw his protest agaiusv 
Popery, and to patronise the present system of National Education, which 
is doing Qiore to strengthen Popery in the land than any other instrument 
now at work. An overbearing Popish power must now be pleased in tlic 
a|»pointment of Bishops as well as in that of the law ofl[icers of the Crown ; 
and is this, I would ask, a time to seek to throw more influence into their 
hands, whilst they are themselves under a worse influence than at any former 
period of our history ? No ; until the evil of patronage is corrected at the 
fountaidy in the appointment of Bishops, it would only make bad worse, to 
attempt to correct it in the inferior places, by putting it more universally into 
the hands of other persons, who, in future at least, may be very badly selected 
lor tfaeir high office. Lay patronage, it will be admitted, is an evil ; but it 
is often a compensation for the greater evil of a bad appointment of Bishops. 
An j^>peal might be made to facts on this subject ; but it is one on which I 
would rather not be led to speak more in detail. When the Bishops shall 
^^.I'W^^ ^^ ?■ iu<>re pure and unexceptionable manner, and when by the 
mival of a Convocation, or Clerical Synods, they shall be brought more 
to have common feeling with their Clergy, and to be more under the influ- 
ence of any light and knowledge which the Clergy as a body possess ; then 
will every friend of the Church wish to see them holding and exercising the 
Y full patronage of the Church. 

But to the last clause in the memorial,' I feel that every thinking friend 
of the dhurch must- have the most decided objection : — <' Tha$ government 
should purchase the whole tithes of Ireland, substituting for them a land-tat, 
V^ose ftroceeds might be applied to the several local expenses in Ireland^ 
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which ar§ now defn^d out of ihg revemt€S ^ ihe unlied empir^t Mi«A as 
grants to pubHc imsiitutionSf pa^^ment rf poUee^* ^e* 

In the preUmiaary obMrradttu aflBzed to the memorial, it is stirtod that 
this transacdon might take place, leaving the Churcb rtvenuea UBimp«re4 
and, at the same time, giving to the nation a surplus of from SOOfiOOL to 
300,000/. per annum. How this wonderful profit in the sale of one species 
of property by the purchase of another, is to be cBe c ted there is not » hint 
giTen. HofT the nation can gain 200,000/. or 800,000/. per annum by puiv 
chasing the titfae^ except by giving that much too little for it, I canool ooac^veb 
How the country can be the gainers, in pounds^ shillings, and pencil without 
the Church being equally a loser, I cannot imagine. How the seller can get 
the TBlue, and the buyer put into his pocket 300,000/. or 800,000/. per annum, 
BO book upon profit and loss, with which I am acquainted, enables me to 
calculate. There is but one way to effect this, eren in semblance ; and that 
is^ to cry down the value of the tithe, the property of the Chufch ; t6 purdiase 
it at the reduced value thus attributed to it ; and then lay a tax upon the land 
equal to the real value of the tithe. Lord AlAorp, in 1833, staled the value 
of the Church's property at 723,^001. Now, if it shoidd be pnrehasad at a 
calculadon of its income being only 500,0001. per annunir add A iaad*tax 
should be laid on the land of 7SS,900/. per annum, then, indeed, v(0Q14 the 
nation gain 3S3,S00/. per annum : but it would be robbed frem the Qhwcb ; 
it would be as grievous an act of spoUatton as ever was devised bj tbe most 
6pen enemies of the Church. 

If there is any way found oat by which the seller shall get the vahie of kia 
commodity, and the purchaser make one-third by the purchase it wMA hav» 
been well if the ingenious discovery had been made known to tho partiea €Q»» 
cemed before they were asked to approve of the transaction. But, for iBf 
part, as I have not been able to discover this lucrative mode of buying and 
selling, which would be almost as profitable as the posaesdon of the philoso* 
pher's stone, I must say, — I should as soon petition for the qipiopiiatioa 
clause of the last session, which, if I mistake not, never cont em plated nch a 
surplus to the nation as 200,0001 m 300,000/. per annum. 

I have thus stated what I do approve of, and what I disapprove of. In tlie 
memoriaL Ihopeallthe Clergy will be willing to give their assent to every 
thing that shall fairly promise increased usefulness ; whilst, I hope^ tiiey ^vill 
never be led, blindfold, to petition for dubious plans little exphuned ; and 
which may turn out, even without the intention of their aathon, detrimental 
to the real interests of the Church. 

Wiping much success to your Magazine, as a channel of communicatioa 
with the Clergy and pious laity, I am your sincere friend, 

R. D. 
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Letter of the Rev. Robert Htly, A.M. Rector of Powersconrt. 

TO THB EDITOR OF THE DUBLIN RECORD. 

Sn— -Allow me^ through the medium of your paper, to offer a few remarks 
upon ft letter of Dr. Diddnson^ which appeared m the Dublin Evening 
Pottf dated January 26. It will be necessary to advert to a few introductory 
facts:— At h. Cleriad Meeting, held on the 6th of January, a Clergyman, 
highly respected by all his brethren, mentioned in conversation after dinner 
that Dr. Dickinson had spoken to Jiim about the propriety of the Clergy not 
merely petitioning against measures proposed for the reform of the Church, 
of which they disappioved, but petttioning/ir some plan whidi they might 
think likely to benefit the Church. He mentioned, then the plan of having 
the property of the Churdi vested in the hjernds of trustees for the use of the 
Chnich generally, with a power of rfr^ividing the country, into parishes, ao» 
cording to local convenience, and r»^distrihuting the income with reference 
fto the work to be done, &c. To the principlft of thi^ plan, there seemed to 
be a general feeling of acquiescence; and many of the Cleifgy then present 
expressed their willingness to s^ a petition which ^ould embrace that 
principle, and ihai on/y. In a few days afeer, there eama im^ ihwa Df. 
Dickinson a petitioB or memorial ta'the King, which not only petitioned for 
the adoptioB of that principle, but further went on I9 pnj for a sele of the 
ptaper^ of the Cfanrch to ^^overnment; by which, accoirding to a statement 
made in apme prefetorj lemeirks, prefixed to tiie petitioi^ the durch income 
would be uninqfiaired ; imd at the same time the nation would gain a sun* 
plus of from SOO^OOOf. to SOOfiOOi. and persons, not grei|t financiers^: were 
left entirely in the dark as to the means by which great gain to one porty^ and 
u tiJmp i u i ^ fnooma to ihe'other; was to be brought alxmi . 

I womM^ adL waa this petition, wi^ this important addidon, the same 
which our respected friend was authorised by Dr. Dickinson to speak' of al 
the Clerical Meeting? Was this a petition confined to the subject discussed 
and epi*ated at the.Clefical Meeting f And yet I am informed thai many 
persons were urged to sign this petition on the ground that it was approved 
ofbymanyoftheCleigy^ a Clerical Meeting'-<aiMfliat: some whtea names 
are attached ta the petition allowed their names lo be subscribed becinae they 
sup po sed it was a petition in acoordaoce with i^ principles which they had 
assentsd to at the meeting,* N<rif, I would adc, isthisrigfat? If Dr. 
JHckinaonfs plan for commuting the property oTthe drareh is a good phin<..« 
if it is so exceDfnl as to leave the church income imimpaired, and at the 
awe tune give the natten a surplus ef from SOO,OQQr. to SOCgooo/. per 
aamm, it wonld surely gatii Inends ta itself by having been fairly stated 
befiofe-hand. Why did not he request our respected friend to state this part 
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of his plan at the Clerical Meeting, as well as the other f Why did he noi 
entrust him with the calculations which were to prove the practicability of 
this great financial expedient? This would have been fair and candid. But 
be has introduced it into the petition, and seems to expect that an approval 
of the first proposition will cany with it an approval of the second, without 
inquiry or explanation. 

In his letter of the 26th of January, he has given an explanation ; he has 
put forward this calculation, upon which he makes his assertion that the 
diurch will obtain its full income, and yet the nation get an immense sur- 
plus, which is this :— 

Govemment is to purchase the tithe from the Church at sixteen years* pur* 
chase; that is, for 100/. per annum, government is to give the Church 1,600/. 
But Dr. Dickinson does not tell the Church or her trustees how they are ta 
make this 1,600/. produce 100/. per annum, which is, 1 believe, what common 
people would understand by the full income. If the Commissioners put thi» 
1,600/. into the funds, until they have an opportunity of laying it out *< in 
lands or rent-charges in England or elsewhere,** they will not receive for it 3f 
per cent., or 561, in place of the 100/. which they have sold to Government. 
If they buy land in Ireland, set to solvent tenants at such moderate rents as 
shall secure regular payments, they will have to pay about twenty-five years* 
purchase, and so get 4 per cent, for their money, or 64/. in lieu of the 100/. 
they have sold. If the Commissioners shall buy lands or rents in Englaady- 
as Dr. Dickinson suggests, they will have to pay many more years' purchase ; 
as many as from thirty to forty years, with a proportionable loss of income to 
the Church ; and yet this is what Dr. Dickinson calls securing to the Church' 
her full income. 

But, according to him, the nation is to gain an immense sum, but how iar 
this? It is, as he states, <<the difference between the amount of interest it 
would have to pay for the purchase money, and the amount of annual property^ 
sold to it by the Church.** 

In order to make up this great surplus, the land of Ireland which, in many 
places has not paid tithe for many years, is now to pay to Government, who 
have purchased it, the full amount, 100/; for every 100/. which Government 
has purchased. The amount of tithe was, I tiiink, stated by Lord Althorp in 
18S3, to be about 730,000/. per annum. It would take nearly twelve mil- 
Uoas to purchase that at sixteen years* purchase, and the interest to be paid. 
for that twelve millions would amount to above 40(^000/. per annum. If, 
every farthing of this was collected, there would' be a surplus of 350,000/. 
out of which must be deducted the expense of .the management, losses, &e. 
Now, should there be deducted out of this surplus 15 per cent., or SO or 30 
per cent, on the 730,000/. as has been held out to the occupiers and owners, 
of the land in every proposition made for the settlement of the tithe question, 
it would almost entirely swallow up this much-boasted surplus ; 30 per cent, 
allowed to landholders would amount to 216,000/. This deducted from. 
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SSOfQOOi, would ieave but a surplus of 116»000/. to pay all expenses of 
collection, management, &c. What would be the real surplus in this case? 

But no doubt there can be a surplus to the nation by making the inhabi> 
tmts pay, to the last farthing, the very thing, under another name^ wliich 
tfaey desire to be released from ; that is, making them pay with one hand» 
tiiat they may have a surplus in the other. But if there shall be a deduction 
in die payment at all answerable to the expectations which government hava 
authorised the people to hold, the surplus must vanish into utter insignificance. 

What, then, is the real character of Dr. Dickinson's mighty plan, which he 
expected the Clergry to petition for without explanation, upon a simple reliance 
on his character as a financier ? 

A plan by which the Church, instead of getting her full income, as he has 
stated in so many words, shall have her income reduced a fourth, a third, or 
nearly one-half, and the Exchequer gain, perhaps, the paltry sum of about- 
50,0001. or 60,000A 

■ As a Clergyman who desires the spiritual efficiency of the Established 
Church, I should willingly join with my superiors and brethren in seeking 
that which shall set us as a body more free to do our work as Ministers of the 
Gospel, by delivering us from all pecuniary dealings with our flocks, by 
making a better division of the eountxy into parishes, and by distributing the 
income more in proportion to the work to be done, and the several demands. 
upon the Minister : but I would myself abstain, and should wish to see my 
brethren abstain from, lending themselves to doubtful speculations in finance* 
If our Government, fettered by the avowed enemies of Protestant truth, rob 
us of our income, let us submit, and take patiently the spoiling of our goods ; 
but let us not faci li ta te the work, by admitting, in any degree, the principle 
of spoliation. 

I remain your humble servant, 

ROBERT DALY. 

Powerscourt, January SO. 



Copy of the Petition of the Irish Prelates to the House of 

Lords; presented, August, 1835. 

TO THE LORDS SPIEITUAL AND TEMPORAL IX PARLIAMENT 
ASSEMBLED — THE HUMBLE PETITION OF THE UNDERSIGNED 
ARCHBISHOPS AND BISHOPS OF THE UNITED CHURCH OF 
EITOLAND AND IRELAND ESTABLISHED IN IRELAND. 

Sheweth — That your Petitioners, actuated by no ungenerous or unchari- 
table feeling, desire for themselves, for the ministers of the Established 
Church, and for their Protestant brethren, no other privileges and pro- 
tection than such as may be consistent with the public good, and its con- 
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nectioQ with the uistitatiom of the empire and ileoetaiiry to seam that 
inteiwtt of pure reUgioti, Which in thii» and in eteiy other etatei. ie pantn 
fenedly the onlj aoUd bans of national andindiTidnai proeperitj. 

That upon tUa fovadatioa, yonir Petitionen rest thear daim to the ialer«- 
poiition of your LordshipB* Houee^ for the iaainteBanoe of the' Estabiished 
Church in hreland ; a chorch tmly catbdic and fqpoBtolicai in her doctrine**' 
wonhip, and polity; deeply aaated in the affections of the Moat enyghtcned: 
part of the commnaity; diffnsin|^ her Idadly IniliienoeB throegh all the^ 
netional establishdientay and intimately interwoven with them ; the steady 
and tried supporter of BHtish connection and dvil order ; and the great 
bulwark against the inroads of Romish usurpfttton* ui'*a land where diiaf-% 
fectioii to the British name, contempt of legal authority, and blind obedience 
to the Papal see, appear in then: nndisgtased. formsy and prevail to m formi- 
dable extent. 

That such a Church, deserving, as it should seem, to be dierished and eup* 
ported in propprtion to the need of her holy and oduntereoting hiflaeace, 
your Petitioners fondly trusted, had bten, with eqnsl'WisdoAi ind piety,* 
connected in (ndisstduble aaeociation: with the State, by. the inndameatal 
laws of the empnre^ and vecognisad, fu<d fionnal^ prononnded to be ao 
connected by the Mkma act of Union. 

That your Petitioners behold with mingled emottone of surprise and 
dismay, the establishment of this Church about td be'underte&idd, and. in 
many districts of Ireland utterly dismembeiM aild t iveit hr uw n by the p9o* 
visions of a bill reciiitly introduce into parliaMent-»her property alieniit%d 
from its rightful owners, and appropriated to other usee than those of 
divine wor^ip and sound religious tnetraction, under a duly constitoted and 
legally established ministry, to which uses that property was originally 4edi9 
cated, and has been since guaranteed by repeated acts of parliament. 

That under these afflicting circumstances, your Petitioners are con- 
strained by the sacred obligation imposed on them, to watch over the 
interests of their brethren, and of the flocks committed to theur charge ; 
but, above all, by their duty to Almighty God, who will demand of them an 
account of the stewardship, to lay before your Lordships the genuino 
feelings of their hearts, and to appeal to your pious solicitude for the well- 
being of a Church which is, on every consideration, civil and religioue, 
entitled to your zealous protection. 

That your Petitioners disclaim every puiXKMe of embarrassuig his Ma- 
jesty's Government, by insisting on any rights, which, however just in 
themselves, may not be strictly connected with the preservation of the Pro- 
testant £|nscopal Church in Ireland. If, notwithstanding the alterationa 
which have been made by late enactments in the concerns of the Church, 
improvements are still required, your Petitioners are most willing to ccm- 
tribute to their introduction; and if the distribution of the Church revenues 
be so unequal as to impair her usefulness, they are desurous to see them 
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appli«d » such a way as best may increase her efficiendy, seeking only to 
ronder heri imder Q6d*h grace, a more powerful instrument of edification. 
Meanwhile, the ministers of the Church set themselves in opposition to no 
salntiryamuigeanents, by which those revenues maybe collected without 
danger iti coHhxon with the passions of an adverse party, and by which, 
tranqiiillrty and kfaid feeling may be restored to a long distracted part of his 
Majesty^ dominions. 

That although yotir Petitioners consider it more especially their duty to 
TindiMte the right of the national Church to the undisturbed possession of 
its property, they cannot, at the same time, refrain from adding, that such 
a proce6diog as the meditated dSversioo of ecclesiastical revenne, would 
weaken the secnri^ of all other property, an^ create an nniversal distrust 
of the national faiths and of the validity of every act of settlement. 

That your Petitioners would further most earnestly impress upon the 
minds of yonr lordships that the suppression, as proposed by the bill, of 
eight hundred and sixty parishes in Ireland, which now strictly form parts 
of cons^dated benefices, but which it is proposed arbitrarily to dissever 
from adjoining pflrts» solely for the purpose, as it should seem, of makinif 
mit a sloriking case of the numerical inferiority of Church Protestants in the 
thus sepku*ately considered, is founded upon a principle of partial 
1^ subversiYe of every Church Establishment, and is equally ap- 
pUoable io yarls of parish^ in England, in which dissent abounds ; that 
theopeiatiott-oflMs principle in Ireland would tie to strip the tncumbents of 
laige.Pnt«sCaat parishes of their entire' parochial income, in all instances in 
whjdk that income is now derived from the part of an united benefice, where 
the popubtioa nay happen to be almost exclusively Roman Catholic, and 
coald not, at tiio same time, fail (6 be productive of results most injurious 
in a religions point of view, as inevitably depriving many members of the 
Chnrcb of the spiritual blessings now enjoyed by them, as leading to an 
incalculable diminution of Protestants, and as holding out a dangerous in- 
citement to persecution. 

Tfcnt'^yeur Petitioners further, most respectfully, submit to your Lord- 
ships, ikxt what -is all^d in vindication of this provision of the bill, namely, 
that it is unjust that the Roman Catholic should be called upon to pay for 
epiritnal services^ Which he neither requires nor receives, is founded on pal- 
pable misrepresentation, inasmuch as the Roman Catholic pays for no such 
epiritaal services, but in satisfying the demands for tithe composition, 
merely discharges an engagement on the faith of which he occupies his land. 
In truth, the Protestant Incumbent is paid by no one ; but in return for the 
duties which he performs, (of which every parishioner who chooses may 
avail himself,) enjoys a portion of a corporate endowment, to which he alone 
can prefer a legal claim, and which is secured to him by a title more ancient 
tlian that of any other species of property. That the principle implied in 
tkis vindication would, moreover, convert the clergy into mere stipendiaries 
of the state, or render them dependant upon the voluntary contribution of 
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their pun8hionen» than wbicb nothing can b« conceived more advene to 
one great end of the ministry, the inculcating of sound doctrine through 
•<evil report and good report" — ^nothing more injurioue to the real 
spiritnal welfare of the people. That the unprecedented powers propoeed 
by tlie bill to be vested in the Lord Lieutenant, of diminishing ecdeeias- 
tical income to the standard of 900iL a year, in parishes reported to exceed 
that sum in value, would, if acted upon, on the one hand, reduce the cleigy 
to comparative poverty, and to a disparity with the members of other 
liberal professions, deprive them of a fair and reasonable motive to profes- 
sional diligence, and exclude them jfrom their due station in society: 
whilst, on the other hand, these powers would constitute the executive 
government the sole judge of ministerial qualification, and of parochial 
exigencies, and the dispenser of ecclesiastical rewards. 

That your Petitioners would, in conclusion, most respectfully impress 
on your Lordships' mind, that the time chosen for thus infringing the rights^ 
and impairing the efficiency of the Church, is one in which the prudent xeal, 
confirmed with knowledge, now so conspicuously displayed by her Ministen^ 
holds out the fairest hope of the extension of her influence, if not deprived 
of suitable advantages for its exertions : that in the foregoing and other pro» 
visions of the bill, your petitioners discern but too plainly, a direct ten» 
dency to promote the objects of a party, which is to be satisfied with notUng 
less than the total, and not far distant subversion of the Protestant ChnicK 
Establishment in Ireland, and the erection of Romish superstition on its 
ruins ; and your petitioners, therefore, with united voice, would humbly im- 
plore your Lordships, in the most urgent terms that language can supply, or 
our great apprehensions dictate, not for ourselves only, but in the name of 
our religion, our country, our altars, our children, and our flocks—- forihe 
sake of all that has been hitherto held sacred, for the honour of God, and 
for the purity of his holy faith, to 'avert from us this appending consummation 
of evil. 

That in thus making this solemn appeal to your Lordships, who have 
so often interposed for the preservation of the civil and religious rights of 
the Empire, your Petitioners have done what, in an honest conscience, and 
to their best judgment, they are persuaded to be theur duty. It remains for 
them to commend your Lordships, by their prayers to the Throne of Grace^ 
and to entreat Almighty God, that in this, and in every other trying conjeo* 
ture, he will be pleased to direct your Lordships* deliberations, as may best 
tend to his glory, and the well-being of his Church. 
John G. Armagh. R. Ca8H£L. 

POWEB TUAM, &C. NaTH. MeaTH. 

Charles Kildare. Geo. Kilmore. 

J. Elphin. J. Dromore. 

J. Cloyne. Richard Down and Connor* 

S. Cork and Ross. Edmond Limerick, A rdfert and AguadoE' 

Robert Clogher. Robert Ossory. 

Christopher Kill aloe and Clonfert. 
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Letter of the Rev. C. R. £lriiigton» D. D. Chaztcellor of Ferns^ 
and Regius Professor of Divinity, . in the University of 
Dublin. 

TO THE EDITOB OF THE D. E. POST. 

SiA — Ab Dr. Dickinson has indirectly alluded to me, and derived from 
my silence an aigument to support his statement of tiie opinions enter-' 
taihed by the late Bishop of Ferns, I beg permission to give a short 
answer through your paper. I did not contradict the statement made about 
the Bishop of Ferns in Dr. Dickinson's first letter, because I never saw 
it till the second had been published. Dr. Dickinson defends the plan pro- 
posed in the Memorial, on the ground that the late Bishop of Ferns had 
approyed of a concentration of Church property. To this I answer, that 
every person who ever read one line of the Bishop of Ferns' pamphlets on 
tithes, which were written at. intervals from 1787 to 183^ — every person 
who ever heard him speak on the subject, must know that he was the most 
decided enemy to any change whatever in Church property.. The. Bishop 
opposed strenuously even the Tithe Composition Bill, and predicted, what 
was then laughed at, but has since been unhappily verified, that while the 
act shook the property of the Church, it would not remove the hostility to 
the payment. 

Dr. Dickinson rests his authority for the statement upon a conveisation 
with me, and had he related the whole of that conversation, which I well 
remember, he would not haye derived much support for his MemoriaL H^ 
was advocating the plan then lately proposed by the Archbishop of Dublin 
in his examination before the House of Lords, and expressing his anxious 
wish that my father would support it, I told him that my father disap- 
proved most strongly of the plan, and much preferred that proposed by Mr. 
Blake, of purchasing out the tenants of the see-lands, and giving the in* 
come arising from them in lieu of tithes^so much so, that had he not been 
influenced by respect for the opinion of the other Bishops who differed from 
him, he would have given his assent to that scheme, not as good in itself, 
but as the best of those proposed ; and considering its advantage to be not 
concentration, but separation, that " the estate of tiie Church (to use his 
favourite quotation) ^ould be incorporated and identified with the mass of 
jprivate property, of which the State is not the proprietor, either for use or 
dominion, but the guardian only and the regulator," and be held by a tenur* 
antecedent to that of any estate in Ireland ; and, finally, that the property 
would not be a tax capfd>Ie of being alienated at the caprice of a Minister, 
and at every period of collection exciting in the minds of the people the 
notion of an oppressive burthen. 

I cannot but feel the attempt to bring forward the name of the late 
Bishop of Ferns in support of the Memorial, as an insult upon his mediory. 
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TIm Biiliop flBcriAced his life in an aitompt to oppote the bill introduced 
during the last session hf Lord Morpeth ; and shall his name and authority 
be now made use of to deceiye the clergy into the approbation of a plan 
based npon the worst parte of that bill— the appropriation and suspension 
clauses — and giving powers over the Church to an irresponsible Board, 
which oTen the present Ministry did not venture to propose ? 

I am. Sir, your obedient Servant, 

C. R. ELRINGTON. 



Copy of the Petition of the Clergy of the Archsliooese of Tuam^ 
&c. to the House of Lords, Joniiary) 183& 

Wi^ the cleigy of the areh-diocese of Toam, and dioceses of 
Ardagh, Killala, Achonry, and Clonfert, with all doe submission and 
deference, desire to disabuse* font Lordships* House of the impression that 
tithe composition cannot be collected in Ireland. 

Many untoward drcumstancds have heretofore concurred Jto prerent 
us from asserting our rights and defending our propeHy, one only of 
which it nay be prudent' to mention at this present—namely, our 
poverty* 

Reduced as we have been by combinations of violent men, we were 
unaUe to maintain .extensive suits in the superior courts. But now, 
benevolent,' honorable, and powerful persons, alarmed at the progress of 
disorder, and pitying our condition, having associated for the generous purpose 
of rensting robbety, supporting the oppressed, and vindicating the law, 
have ah:eady^[>roved that our incomes are recoverable with as lit^ danger of 
ooUition with a duped and iUsabotdinate people as might occur in the 
recovery of any ordinary debt. 

Much has been done already— moch is in progress, and we have 
good - reason to expect that by patience and perseverance, and the 
due execution of the law, as it now stands, under the 2d and 8d 
William IV. c 119, especially under Its 15th section, we may at no 
distant period secure the undisturbed possession of bur rights, and be 
at peace. 

Wfafle we confess onnelvee ignorant upon What' principle of justice 
reduction in our income can be contemplated—while we would refuse 
to sanctien such an extraordinary procedure by any act of ' ours — awhile 
BO remonstrance or expostulation shall ever go from us tending to impede 
the progress of Parliament upon things purely temporal — yet, in con- 
formity with the conviction above stated of the eMcacy of the law as it 
now stands, we would pray your Lordships not to change or alter it, without 
being fully satisBed that the substituted measure will be more consonant 
to strict justice^ and^more likely to promote the peace and prosperity of 
the country. 
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General Protest of llie Cle^y- 

PROTEST OF THE UNDERSIGNED CLERaY OF THE ESTABUSHEO 
CUURCUf AGAINST A PROPOSED ADDRESS TO THE KING AND 
BOTH HOtrSES OF PARLIAMENT, NOW LYING FOR SIGNATT7RES 
AT BiESSRS. BOLLIKEN's, GRAFTON-STREET. 

It htmng iMen auioiineed that « Memorikl to the Kiiifr, to be Mowed hf 
Petitions, similar in eubstaaoe, to both Honses of Parliament, is now lying 
for the rignatuies of the Ckirgf of the BstaUished Church; the first and 
most prominent object of which, amongst other objectionable arrangemeati^ it 
stated to be « the formation of an Eodesiastica] Board for eoUeeting the re- 
fennes of Incnnbents," with the extmonHiiary power of ''altering' and ear 
xecting. parish divisioDs, and of assigning to each Cleigyman hersdter, (pre^ 
serving vested interesti^) snoh ineome, ont of the general iaiid, as mtj hi 
thdr jjadgaenty be propoartiotied to the amoont of dnty, and the weight of 
nsponsibility allotted to each :**— 

We, the nndenigeed deigy, most eameetlj and most raqieotfoUy wish to 
irapiess upon our bretlwen, the impoUcf and danger of kaetilf pledging 
themseWes to a measnre, thns vHally aflGBOting not oidy their intorsats, and 
those of their sueceasors, bat the oonstitvtion and safety of the EstabttriMd 
Charch : — a measure which has been suddenly and partially put fArth» 
without allowing time for inquiry and deliberation, though in order to the 
approval of such a change, the most lonple inquiry and the moat eateM 
deliberation ara necessary ; and» without communication with the general 
body of the Cletgy, though on a subject so nearly affecting our eedesiae* 
tical establishment, every deigyman should be permitted to form and 
express an opinion ;..^ measure which rests for its principal eupport, as far 
as we can learn, upon the result of a private soUdtallen of individnalav 
rather than on the unbiassed, independent, and disinterested judgment and 
sofinges of the clerical body : — a measure, opposition to which is attempted 
to be suppressed, and the adoption of it strenuously enforced by the iatk 
■mtion, rashly made, if without authority, and, if vrith authority, made in 
despite of all deliberation and discussion, namely, that within the brief 
period of about six weeks, the whole question will have been deflnitiveljf 
settled by an Act of Parliament :-^ measttre» which comes, reoommended to 
the clergy, neither by its intrinsic character, for the principle we believe to 
be vicious ; nor, by the good effects which it promises, for we believe it to 
be pregnant with manifold mischief; nor by the sanction of their Prelate% 
for fftetr opinion, though of such intimate importance to the body, of which 
they are the legitimate guardians, has not been sought* from them all intel- 
ligence of the subject, so far as we know and believe, has been withholden ; 
and we have recently been told, somewhat presumptuously, as we feel, and 
withal somewhat disingenuously, that it is now too late to procure their deli- 
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berate lentimenU ; oor by the counael of their emoereet and most judicioua 
adTOcatet in both Houses of Parliament, whom we suppose to be kept as 
moch in the dark upon the proposed scheme, as ]are the Prelates of the 
Church :— a measure, finally, which* after the defeasance of the title of the 
actual clergy, would place the entire amount of Church property, and the 
distribution of it according to the supposed labours and responsibility of 
Incumbents^ together with a total alteration of parochial division throughout 
Ireland, and, it may be, the suppression of numerous parishes, at the dis- 
eretion of a body of men, not recognised by the present laws of the 
Church for such purposes, and the constitution of which is at present not 
reTealed, and its powers undefined* 

. Against a measure of this innovatbg iiatur»-.-80 brought forward, so 
supported, and s» enforced ; so destitute of circumstances to recommend it, 
and so portentous and alarming in itself; so fraught with eoneequenoea 
eubrersive of the stability, and entailing such an abandonment of the righta 
iof ecclesiastical property ; so inconsistent with the principles of our Chatds 
polity, and placing so alarming and unheard'Of powers in the hands of any 
eet'of commissioners, however chosen : — ^we, for our parts^ conoeivo it to 
he our bounden duty most solemnly to protest. The reasoning contamed 
in the prefetory observations to the Memorial, we consider as most fidla* 
jeious; the advantages therein described, as illusory; but the consequant 
evils of the plan, certain and destructive. 

In declaring this our firm conviction, although supported, as we well 
know, by the judgment of 4hose who deserve to be most respected for wie« 
jdom and attachment to the Church, as well as for their station in it, we 
presume not to dictate to our brethren our own estimate of the propoeed 
measure; but we would entreat them to pause before they give their assent 
to a scheme so novel and momentous^ the entire character and detaib of 
which remain to be developed ; above all, we are anxioua to gaard agaioet 
the inference which might be drawn from our silence, that the plan has met» 
or is calculated to meet with the unanimous approval of the Es tablished 
Clergy. 

We respectfully invite those of the Clergy who concur with us in our 
views of the proposed measure, to testify, by their early signature to thii 
paper; their disapproval of the objects of the Memorial. 
. . January a8» 1886. 
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Lc^tter from the Rev. Dr. Dickinson to the Editor of the Dublin* 
Evening Post, which appeared Feb. 13th, 1836. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE D. E. P08T. 

Sin — A letter, signed by a respected individual, appeared in your journal 
of last Tuesday evening, reflecting upon a reference made by me to an 
opinion of the late Bishop of Ferns, on Church property. 

Whatever differences of a personal nature may exist betnreen the writer 
and myself, I shall endeavour to settle, as I best may, by a private corres- 
pondence. This course seems to me most suitable for two very old friends:, 
besides^ I shall not be accessary to withdrawing public attention from an im- 
portant matter, by allowing personal topics to intermingle. 

The petition to the E^ng, Lords, and Commons, signed by iifty-threa 
deigymen, recommended a commutation of the tithes, or composition for 
rents^ or rent-charges. This, in a letter published in your paper, I calle4 
concentration of the Church property, because at present this property is 
diffused over the whole country, while, under the proposed change, it would 
be brought within a less space. , 

I stated also in this letter, that I understood the advantages of concentra- 
tion were fully appreciated by the late Bishop of Ferns, of whom I spok^ 
with the praise which I feel to be justly his due ; and in a subsequent letter 
I made a similar reference. This is the only point of the memorial with 
regard to which I made any allusion to this respected Prelate. » 

And the justness of this reference is now iiilly supported by unquestion- 
able authority. 

It had been suggested in another quarter to commifte tithes for the se^ 
lands— (subsequent acts of parliament having thrown some difficulties in the 
way of this arrangement, the petitions proposed that tithes should be com- 
muted for rents or rent-charges wherever they could bje procured. This 
certainly did not exclude see-lands so far as purchaseable.) With regard tq 
this proposal, it is now stated on authority, that the Bishop of Ferns, f< had 
he not been influenced by respect for the opinion of the other Bishops who 
differed from him, would have given his assent to this scheme, not as good 
in itself, but as the best of those proposed." The Bishop, it would appear» 
would call this separation, instead of concentration. Either name is appli-. 
cable in different respects, but I care not which name is adopted. 
. The petitioners, like the Bishop of Ferns, give their assent ta a similar 
scheme^ because they think it the best likely to be proposed. And the 
advantages of this scheme are so ably stated in the letter in question, that 
I shall take the liberty of transcribing the passage. The estate of the 
Church, (to use his, the BUAiop% favourite quotation,) would be incorporated 
and identified with the mass of private property, of which the State is not 
the proprietor, either for use or dominion, but the guardian only and th^ 
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rapilaftor ; mid iinalljr» that tlie jiroperty would not be a tax capaUe of bmag 
alienated at the cafirice of a minister, and at every period of the collectioii 
exciting in the minds of the people the notion of an oppressive burthen.** 

Tills praise is as fully applittble to the commutatiGn as such, which is 
proposed in the petitions as it is to that which was in the view of the i 

Bishopw But the commutation for see-lands would, as is noticed in the i 

letter quoted, have the additional advantage, that this property would « be 
held by a tenure antecedent to that of any estate in Ireland.** I wish, 
therefore, that the plan assented to by the Bishop had been proposed when 
It could have been carried, and that it' should be still realized, as far as cir* 
enmstances will permit. 

The enemies of the Church Establishment will, of course, oppose com- 
mutation on the very ground of those advantages thus clearly stated. It 
might be expected, however, of its friends, at least of such of them as discern 
those advantages, that they would endeavour to promote* not to oppose such 
a measure. 

Let them still, however, reflect and endeavour to secure those advantages, 
if not in the way proposed in the petitions— in some other way which may 
atrike them as more desirable, and at the same time likely to be acceded to. 
I cannot agree with the respected writer of the letter in question, in calU 
ing the present payments to incumbents a tax. I admit, however, that most 
persons represent it as such ; and that on this, as well as on other accounts, 
it is; as he has stated, peculiarly exposed to ** being alienated at the caprice 
of a Mmister.** 

And in addition to this evfl, I shall now briefly enumerate some others 
attending the present nature of Church property; entreating the finends of 
the Church to devise same remedy for them. 

The evils in the present nature of Church property, are— 
1st Payments being made to each clergyman by his parishioner^ of what- 
ever communion they may be, tend to produce collisions which prevent his 
usefulness, or to use the words before quoted, «at every period of collection, 
they excite in the minds of the people the notion of an oppresnve burthen.** 
2nd. These payments being made direethf to the person who is appointed 
to perform spiritual service, are supposed to be paid on account of such 
services rendered ; (whereas, they are in truth a portion of rent, paid by 
those who held land, and on that account) This makes it appear a hard^ 
ship that parishioners of one persuarion should make over any payment to 
a dergyman of a different communion. 

dd. — ^The present number of payers are very great, which, bendes 
making each payment so minute as to be in many cases almost uncoUectable, 
has this additional disadvantage, namely, that when a combination is fonned 
against such payment, in the very multitude of opponents, they have safety. 
Again, as I have before noticed, evils arise from the church not having 
eontrdover ite*own property. 
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The Church is now compelled to use its limited income, witb reference 
^ to the fields, not to the human beings who, because they are its own mem- 

bers, might be most benefitted by its exertions. And hence, when the 
number of its members in any parish are few or none, the income of that 
parish is called, and will always be called, a surplus. Some portion of that 
money, it will be confessed by all, would be more usefitUy employed in 
securing spiritual advantages for those members of the Church, in other 
"^ places, whose wants are now inadequately provided for ; and if thus used, 

^ it would fully appear that the Church, instead of having a redundancy, has, 

^ in fact, a deficiency of income. 

'* The petitions would seek to remove the former evils by commutation, 

and the latter, by seeking for the Church a power to distribute its funds 
according to its judgment. 
^ There are many clergymen (as well as lay members of the Church) who 

' discern those evils and long for their removal, while they have abstained 

firom signing the petitions through disapprobation — some of one feature of 
the proposed measure, and some of another — each approving of what the 
other objects to. 

Let these clergymeoi therefore, propose and agree upon some practicable 
measure which may seem to them more likely to secure the advantages they 
wish for, and to remove the evils which they deprecate. This is their duty; 
and I most heartily desire that they may not only engage in its fulfilment^ 
but be successful. 

The present petitioners will, I am persuaded, weigh any suggestions^ 
from whatever quarter they may come, and should they regard thc|se as 
preferable to the measure they have recommended, will gladly embrace such 
a measure in preference to their own. 

C. DICKINSON. 
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